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STATE OF CONNECTI CUT COPY
CONNECT! CUT SI TI NG COUNCI L

Docket No. 502
Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wreless
application for a Certificate of Environnental
Conpatibility and Public Need for the
construction, maintenance, and operation of a
t el ecommuni cations facility [ ocated at 118 New on
Road, Wodbri dge, Connecti cut.

VI A ZOOM AND TELECONFERENCE

Public Hearing held on Tuesday, July 13, 2021,

beginning at 2 p.m via renote access.

Hel d Bef or e:
JOHN MORI SSETTE, Presiding Oficer

Reporter: Lisa L. Warner, CSR #061

CERTIFIED
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Appear anc e s:
Counci | Menbers:

ROBERT HANNON o _

Desi gnee for Conm ssioner Katie Dykes
Depart nent of Energy and Environnent al
Prot ecti on

QUAT NGUYEN _ _ _
CD§|e|SI g{ltee for Chairman Mari ssa Paslick
e
Public UWilities Regulatory Authority

ROBERT SI LVESTRI
DANI EL P. LYNCH, JR
LOUANNE COCLEY

Counci | Staff:

MELANI E BACHMAN, ESQ.
Executive Director and
Staff Attorney

ROBERT MERCI ER
Siting Anal yst

LI SA FONTAI NE _ _
Fi scal Adm nistrative Oficer

For Applicant, Cellco Partnership d/b/a
Verizon Wrel ess:
ROBI NSON & COLE LLP
280 Trunbul |l Street
Hartford, Connecticut 06103-3597
BY: KENNETH C. BALDW N, ESQ

For CEPA | ntervenor, Wodbridge Newton
Nei thborhood Envi ronnment al Trust
( WN ET?::
LAW OFFI CE OF KEI TH R Al NSWORTH, ESQ
51 Elm Street, Suite 201
New Haven, Connecticut 06105-2049
BY: KEITH R Al NSWORTH, ESQ
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Appear ances: (Cont'd)

For Party, Town of Wodbri dge:
BERCHEM MOSES PC
1221 Post Road East
West port, Connecticut 06880
BY: N CHOLAS R BAMONTE, ESQ

Al so present: Aaron Demarest, Zoom co- host

**Al'l participants were present via renote access.
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MR MORISSETTE: This renote public
hearing is called to order this Tuesday, July 13,
2021, at 2 p.m M nane is John Morissette,
menber and presiding officer of the Connecti cut
Siting Council. Oher nenbers of the Council are
Robert Hannon, designee for Conmm ssioner Katie
Dykes of the Departnent of Energy and
Environnental Protection; Quat Nguyen, designee
for Chairman Marissa Paslick Gllett of the Public
Uilities Regulatory Authority; Robert Silvestri;
Louanne Cool ey; and Daniel P. Lynch, Jr.

Menbers of the staff are Executive
Director and Staff Attorney Ml ani e Bachman;

Robert Mercier, siting analyst; and Lisa Fontai ne,
fiscal adm nistrative officer.

As everyone is aware, there is
currently a statewi de effort to prevent the spread
of the Coronavirus. This is why the Council is
holding this renote public hearing, and we ask for
your patience. |f you haven't done so already, |
ask that everyone please nute their conputer audio
and their tel ephones now.

This hearing is held pursuant to the
provisions of Title 16 of the Connecticut General

Statutes and the Uni form Admi ni strative Procedure
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Act upon an application fromCellco Partnership
doi ng busi ness as Verizon Wreless for a
Certificate of Environnental Conpatibility and
Public Need for the construction, maintenance and
operation of a telecommunications facility | ocated
at 118 Newt on Road, Whodbridge, Connecticut. This
application was received by the Council on May 13,
2021.

The Council's legal notice of the date
and tinme of this renote public hearing was
publ i shed in The New Haven Regi ster on June 10,
2021. Upon this Council's request, the applicant
installed a sign in the vicinity of the proposed
site so as to informthe public of the nane of the
applicant, the type of the facility, the renote
public hearing date, and contact information for
the Council, including the website and phone
numnber .

As a remnder to all, off-the-record
communi cation with a nenber of the Council or a
menber of the Council staff upon the nerits of
this application is prohibited by |Iaw

The parties and intervenors to this
proceeding are as follows: The applicant, Cellco

Partnershi p doi ng busi ness as Verizon Wrel ess,
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Its representative Kenneth C. Baldwi n, Esqg. of
Robi nson & Col e LLP.

The i1 ntervenor, CEPA i ntervenor,
Wbodbri dge Newt on Nei ghbor hood Envi r onnent al
Trust, VWANET for an abbreviation, represented by
Keith R Ainsworth, Esq. of the Law O fice of
Keith R Ainsworth, Esq.

And the party to the proceedings is the
Town of Wbodbridge represented by Ira W Bl oom
Esg. of Berchem Moses PC.

We wi Il proceed in accordance wth the
prepared agenda, a copy of which is avail able on
the Council's Docket No. 502 webpage, along with
the record of this matter, the public hearing
notice, instructions for public access to this
renote public hearing, and the GCtizens Guide to
Siting Council Procedures. Interested persons nay
join any session of this session to listen, but no
public comments will be received during the 2 p.m
evi dentiary session.

At the end of the evidentiary session
we W ll recess until 6:30 p.m for a public
coment session. Please be advised that any
person nmay be renoved fromthe renote evidentiary

session or the public comment session at the
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di scretion of the Council.

The 6:30 p.m public comment session is
reserved for the public to nmake brief statenents
into the record. | wish to note that the
applicant, parties and intervenors, including
their representatives, wtnesses and nenbers, are
not allowed to participate in the public coment
session. | also wish to note for those who are
| istening and for the benefit of your friends and
nei ghbors who are unable to join us for this
renote public conmment session that you or they may
send witten statenents to the Council w thin 30
days of the date hereof either by mail or email,
and such witten statenents wll be given the sane
wei ght as if spoken during the renpte public
comrent sessi on.

A verbatimtranscript of this renote
public hearing will be posted on the Council's
Docket No. 502 webpage and deposited with the
Wbodbridge Town Cerk's Ofice for the conveni ence
of the public.

Pl ease be advised that the Council's
project evaluation criteria under the statute does
not include the consideration of property val ues.

The Council will take a 10 to 15 m nute
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break at a convenient juncture around 3:30 p.m

W have two notions to take care of
this afternoon. The first, on June 22, 2021,
Cchsner Pl ace, LLC submtted a request for
party/ CEPA i ntervenor status. Attorney Bachman
may W sh to comment.

M5. BACHVAN: Thank you, M.
Morissette. As you nentioned, on June 22nd an
abutting property owner, Ochsner Place, LLC,
requested party and CEPA intervenor status. Staff
recommends approval of the request and grouping
Ochsner Place with WANNET under General Statute,
Section 16-50-n(c) on the basis that they have the
sane interests and WNNET' s responses to the
Council's interrogatories include nine attached
phot ogr aphs that was taken by the owners of
Cchsner Pl ace, Mark and M chel e G eengarden,
residing at 15 Soundview Drive, which is the
Cchsner Pl ace address, and they are listed on the
hearing programfor this afternoon under WANET
Exhibit 2 and their photos A, B, D and F through K
on the hearing program

Now, as grouped parties they maintain
separate counsel, w tnesses, party intervenor

desi gnati ons and of course appeal rights, but they
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woul d cross-exam ne the other parties and
I ntervenors and appear for cross-exam nation by
ot her parties and intervenors together with the
intent to pool resources. And if any of the
parties elect to not be a nenber of the group,
they can submt witten notice to the Council, but
we ask that it be with a condition that the
G eengarden photos that are attached to WNNET' s
I nterrogatory responses are attributed to the
respective party witness before the continued
evidentiary hearing session schedul ed for August
31st. Thank you.

MR MORI SSETTE: Thank you, Attorney

Bachman.

| s there a notion?

MR, SILVESTRI: M. Morissette, M.
Silvestri, I'll nove to approve the request with

t he groupi ng, as not ed.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you, M.
Silvestri.

| s there a second?

MR. HANNON: Hannon, second.

MR MORI SSETTE: Thank you, M. Hannon.

Any di scussion, M. Silvestri?

MR. SILVESTRI: No discussion. Thank
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you.

MR MORI SSETTE: Thank you. M.
Hannon, any di scussi on?

MR. HANNON: | have no di scussi on.
Thank you.

MR MORI SSETTE: Thank you. M.
Nguyen, any di scussi on?

MR. NGUYEN: No discussion. Thank you.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you. M. Lynch,
any di scussi on?

MR. LYNCH  No di scussi on.

MR MORI SSETTE: Thank you. M.

Cool ey, any di scussi on?

M5. COOLEY: | have no di scussion.
Thank you.

MR MORI SSETTE: Thank you. And | have
no di scussion as well. W'Ill now nove to the
vot e.

M. Silvestri, how do you vote?

MR. SILVESTRI: Vote to approve.

MR MORI SSETTE: Thank you, M.
Silvestri.

M . Hannon, how do you vote?
MR. HANNON: Vote to approve.
MR MORI SSETTE: Thank you. M.

10
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Nguyen, how do you vote?
MR. NGUYEN. Vote to approve. Thank

you.
MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you. M. Lynch?
MR. LYNCH  Vote approval.
MR MORI SSETTE: Thank you. M.
Cool ey?
M5. COCOLEY: | vote to approve. Thank
you.

MR MORI SSETTE: Thank you. And | al so
vote to approve. W have a unani nous deci sion.
Thank you.

Moti on nunber 2, on June 28, 2021,
VWANET submtted a request for a hearing and site
visit. Attorney Bachman may wi sh to comment.

M5. BACHVAN. Thank you, M.

Morissette. On June 28, 2021, WNNET submtted a
notion for an in-person hearing and site visit
argui ng that the energency order, or Executive
Order No. 7B issued by Governor Lanont allow ng
for state agencies to hold renote heari ngs,
expired on June 30, 2021 and that a renote heari ng
does not neet the requirenents under General
Statute Section 16-50m that a hearing be held at

a |l ocation selected by the Council in the county

11
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I n which the proposed facility or any part thereof
Is to be located after 6:30 p.m for the
conveni ence of the public.

The application was submtted to the
Council on May 13, 2021 when Executive Order 7B
was in effect. Notice of the renote public
heari ng was i ssued on June 4th and published on
June 10th prior to the June 30, 2021 expiration of
Executive Order 7B. Public Act 21-2 took effect
on July 1st of 2021. Section 149 permts renote
heari ngs under the Freedom of Information Act and
Uni f orm Adm ni strative Procedure Act until April
30th of 2022 with simlar conditions as Executive
Order 7B with regard to access to the neeting by
the public, notification of the agenda, and the
docunents to be di scussed.

As established by the Connecti cut
Suprene Court, field reviews are not required by
statute, nor are field reviews an integral part of
the hearing process. Council Interrogatory No. 37
to the applicant requested docunentation of a
virtual field review, and a response has been
subm tted. Therefore, staff recommends the notion
be denied. Thank you, M. Morissette.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you, Attorney

12
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Bachnman. |s there a notion?

MR SILVESTRI: Silvestri,
Morissette, I'll nove to deny.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you,
Silvestri. |Is there a second?

MR,  HANNON: Hannon, second

MR MORI SSETTE: We have a notion and a

second to deny the notion. |Is there a
di scussion? M. Silvestri.

MR. SILVESTRI: No di scussi
Morissette. Thank you.

M.

\%

ny

on, M.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you. Any
di scussi on, M. Hannon?

MR. HANNON: | have no di scussi on.
Thank you.

MR MORI SSETTE: Thank you. M.
Nguyen, any di scussi on?

MR. NGUYEN: No discussion. Thank you.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you. M. Lynch,
any di scussion? M. Lynch, any discussion?

MR. LYNCH As much as | feel
conprom sed by the Zoom hearings, | have no
di scussi on.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you, M. Lynch.

Ms. Cool ey, any discussion?

13
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M5. COOLEY: | have no di scussion.
Thank you.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you. And | have
no di scussion. W'IlIl now nove to the vote.

M. Silvestri, how do you vote?

MR SILVESTRI: Vote to approve the
notion to deny.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you, M.
Silvestri.

M. Hannon, how do you vote?

MR. HANNON:. Vote to approve the notion
to deny. Thank you.

MR MORI SSETTE: Thank you. M.
Nguyen, how do you vote?

MR. NGUYEN. Vote to approve notion to
deny. Thank you.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you. M. Lynch,
how do you vote?

MR. LYNCH | vote to approve the
deni al .

MR MORI SSETTE: Thank you. M.
Cool ey, how do you vote?

M5. COOLEY: | vote to approve. Thank
you.

MR, MORI SSETTE:

Thank you, the notion

14
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to approve the denial. | also vote to approve the
nmotion for denial. The notion is approved
unani nously. Thank you.

W will now nove on to admnistrative
noti ces taken by the Council. | wish to call your
attention to those itens shown on the hearing
program nmarked as Roman Nuneral 1-C Itens 1
t hrough 80 that the Council has adm nistratively
noti ced. Does any party or intervenor have an
objection to the itens the Council has
adm ni stratively noticed?

Att orney Bal dw n?

MR. BALDWN. No objection, M.

Mori ssette.
MR MORI SSETTE: Thank you, Attorney

Bal dwi n.

Attorney Al nsworth?

MR. Al NSWORTH: No objection, sir.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you. Attorney
Bl oonf?

MR. BAMONTE: Actually, Attorney
Banonte sitting in for Attorney Bl oomtoday. But
no objection on behalf of the town.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you, Attorney

Banont e.

15
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Attorney Geen and Attorney Laske?

(No response.)

MR MORI SSETTE: Attorney Green and
Attorney Laske?

MARK GREENGARDEN: Unfortunately --

MR MORI SSETTE: Thank you. Go ahead.
| msorry, soneone was speaki ng?

MR. GREENGARDEN. Unfortunately,
Attorney Green and Attorney Laske were unavail abl e
for today's hearing.

MR MORI SSETTE: Thank you for that
information. | very nmuch appreciate that. Ckay.
W' [l nove on accordingly. The Council hereby
adm ni stratively notices these itens.

(Council's Adm nistrative Notice Itens
| -C1 through |-C80: Received in evidence.)

MR. MORI SSETTE: We'll now nove to the
appearance by the applicant. WII the applicant
present its wtness panel for purposes of taking
the oath. Attorney Bachman will adm nister the
oat h.

MR BALDWN. Thank you, M.
Morissette. On behalf of the applicant, ny nane
I s Kenneth Baldwin with Robinson & Cole. The

applicant's witness panel consists of five nenbers

16
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who are here in ny office in Hartford as well as
one joining us via Zoom They include Tim Parks.
Timis a real estate and reqgul atory speci al i st
Wi th Verizon Wreless. Seated next to Timis Ziad
Chei ban, the radi o frequency engi neer with Verizon
Wrel ess responsi ble for the Whodbridge North 2
facility. Next to M. Cheiban is Dean QGust af son.
M. Gustafson is a senior wetland scientist and
professional soil scientist with All-Points
Technol ogy Corporation. Next is Brian Gaudet, a
project manager with Al -Points Technol ogy. And
at the end of the table is M ke Libertine, LEP and
director of siting and permtting with All-Points
Technol ogy. On the Zoomis Syl vester Bhenbe the
proj ect nmanager with Hudson Design G oup, the
project engineers. And | offer themto be sworn
at this tine.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you. Attorney
Bachman, pl ease adm nister the oath.

M5. BACHVAN. Thank you, M.
Morissette. Could the witnesses pl ease raise
their right hand.
Z1 AD CHEI BAN,
TI MOTHY PARKS,
SYLVESTER BHEMBE,

17
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MI CHAEL LI BERTI NE

BRI AN GAUDET,

DEAN GUSTAFSON,
called as witnesses, being first duly sworn
(renotely) by Attorney Bachman, were exam ned
and testified on their oath as foll ows:

MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you, Attorney
Bachman.

Attorney Bal dwi n, please begin by
verifying all the exhibits by the appropriate
sworn w tnesses.

DI RECT EXAM NATI ON

MR BALDWN. Thank you, M.
Morissette. W have four exhibits listed in the
hearing program and then two additions that were
submtted to the Siting Council yesterday. The
exhibits under Roman Il, Section B, include the
application and all of its attachnents, the bulk
file exhibits which include the Verizon technical
report as well as the Town of Wodbridge zoning
regul ati ons, Inland Wetl and regul ati ons and Pl an
of Conservation and Devel opnent; the applicant's
affidavit of publication, dated May 24, 2021; the
signed protective order for the | ease information,

dated June 3; the applicant's responses to the

18
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Council's Interrogatories, Set One, dated June
30th; the two new exhibits, we submtted a sign
posting affidavit fromBrian Gaudet, and then
| astly, a revised viewshed map which is designed
to replace the viewshed map contained in
applicant's Exhibit 1, attachnment 9. And |
actually had to resend that out to all the parties
this norning because there was sone corruption of
certain data in the legend, so | did send out
anot her PDF of that map this norning.

So with that information I'll ask our
W t nesses, did you prepare or assist in the
preparation of all of those exhibits l[isted in the
heari ng program under Roman ||, subsection B,
I ncluding the two additional exhibits, the sign
posting affidavit and revised vi ewshed map, which
we Wil qualify going forward as the applicant's
exhi bits?

M. Parks.

THE W TNESS (Parks): Yes.

MR. BALDWN. M. Chei ban.

THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): Yes.

MR. BALDWN:. M. Custafson.

THE W TNESS ( Gust af son) . Yes.

MR. BALDWN:. M. Gaudet.

19
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THE W TNESS ( Gaudet): Yes.

MR. BALDWN:. M. Libertine.

THE W TNESS (Li bertine): Yes.

MR BALDWN. M. Bhenbe.

THE W TNESS (Bhenbe): Yes.

MR. BALDWN. And do you have any
corrections, nodifications or clarifications you
want to offer to any of those exhibits?

M. Parks.

THE W TNESS (Parks): No.

MR. BALDWN. M. Chei ban.

THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): No.

MR. BALDWN:. M. Custafson.

THE W TNESS ( Gust af son): No.

MR. BALDWN:. M. Gaudet.

THE W TNESS (Gaudet): Yes. One
correction, as Attorney Baldw n stated. On page
15, paragraph 2 of the application, it currently
reads 47 acres of seasonal visibility which was a
carryover fromwhen it was 140 foot original tower
hei ght. That should read 39 acres. That has al so
been updated, as was referenced, attachnent 9, the
| ast page on the topographic viewshed has been
revised and submitted as Exhibit 6.

| also just want to point out a couple

20
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clarifications on the photos under attachnent 9
for addresses. Photo 15, there's a discrepancy
bet ween sone mappi ng systens on the streets
directly across fromthe host property that can be
ei ther Burnt Swanp Road or Prospect Road. So that
shoul d be seen as Newton Road at Prospect Road,
and again, it's directly across from118. Photo
16 is directly in front of the property at 114
Newt on Road, and Photo 17 is also at the corner of
Burnt Swanp and Newt on, but that is the Burnt
Swanp south of what could be described as Prospect
and Burnt Swanp Road.

MR BALDWN. Thank you. M.
Li bertine, any clarifications or nodifications?

THE W TNESS (Li bertine): | have none
at this tine.

MR. BALDWN:. M. Bhenbe, any
clarifications or nodifications?

THE W TNESS (Bhenbe): No.

MR. BALDWN:. And with those
nmodi fications and clarifications, is the
I nformati on contained in those exhibits true and
accurate to the best of your know edge?

M. Parks.

THE W TNESS ( Par ks): Yes.

21




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

MR. BALDWN: M. Chei ban.
THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): Yes
MR BALDWN M. Qustafso

n.

THE W TNESS ( Gust af son): Yes.

MR. BALDWN. M. Gaudet.
THE W TNESS ( Gaudet): Yes.
MR. BALDWN. M. Libertin

e.

THE W TNESS (Li bertine): Yes.

MR. BALDWN:. And M. Bhenbe.

THE W TNESS (Bhenbe): Yes.

MR BALDWN. And do you adopt the

I nfformati on contained in those exhibits as your

testinony in this proceedi ng?
M. Parks.
THE W TNESS (Parks): Yes.
MR. BALDW N: M. Chei ban.
THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): Yes

MR BALDWN:. M. Gustafson.
THE W TNESS (Gust af son): Yes.

MR. BALDWN:. M. Gaudet.

THE W TNESS ( Gaudet): Yes.

MR. BALDWN. M. Libertin
THE W TNESS (Li berti ne):
MR. BALDWN. M. Bhenbe.

e.

Yes.

THE W TNESS ( Bhenbe): Yes.

22
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MR. BALDWN. M. Morissette, we offer
themas full exhibits.

MR MORI SSETTE: Thank you, Attorney
Bal dwi n.

Does any party or intervenor object to
t he adm ssion of the applicant's exhibits?
Attorney Ai nsworth.

MR. Al NSWORTH:  No, sir. Thank you.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you. Attorney
Banont e.

MR. BAMONTE: No objection.

MR MORISSETTE: We will skip Attorney
Green and Attorney Laske because they're not
present. The exhibits are hereby adm tted.

(Applicant's Exhibits Il-B-1 through
| 1-B-6: Received in evidence - described in
| ndex. )

MR. MORISSETTE: We will now begin with
cross-exam nation of the applicant by the Council,
starting wwth M. Mercier and followng with M.
Silvestri. M. Mercier.

CROSS- EXAM NATI ON

MR MERCIER: Thank you. [1'll begin by
asking a few questions regarding the radio

frequency nodeling for the site, and I'll be
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referring nostly to the responses to the Council
I nterrogatory Exhibit 4 that's near the back of
t hat docunent. There's a drive test plot. [I'l]
al so be | ooking at the coverage plots in the
application that's behind attachnment 6, and there
m ght be part of the text of the application
itself 1'll be referring to.

Now, on page 7 of the application there
was a statenent that there was little to no
W rel ess service for the 1900 hundred negahertz
and 2100 negahertz frequencies, but it didn't
reference any other frequencies. So |I'm
wondering, are those two frequencies, that is the
1900 and 2100 negahertz, are those the only
concern for this site?

THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): No, the concern
Is for all our frequencies. 700 negahertz is our
frequency that propagates the farthest and we
consi der our coverage |ayer, and even at that
frequency we have very poor coverage in that area
I n the northeast portion of Wodbridge around
where the State H ghway 67 and State H ghway 63
and the vicinity around there.

MR. MERCIER: Ckay. Yes, referring to

t he coverage plots for the 700 for the existing,
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you see the site in the mddle of a yell ow and
pretty nmuch green area. Can you just tell ne what
| evel of service you have right now for the yell ow
zone and how does that inpact your wirel ess
service to custoners?

THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): Yes. So yell ow
s what we woul d consi der where it can get outdoor
coverage, so if you're not inside a car. And
green woul d be vehicular levels. So basically if
sonebody is driving along these roads in a
vehi cle, they would be able to get service.

MR MORISSETTE: If | could interrupt
for a nonent? |If you could just state your nanes
before testifying, that would be hel pful.

THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): GCkay. So this
I's Ziad Chei ban, the RF engineer with Verizon. W
al so submtted what we call a drive test of our
exi sting systemfor that area, and that's
basically a test done with a phone inside a
vehicle, and that was submtted as part of Exhibit
4, | believe, in response to the interrogatory.
And that shows that we have marginal to no
coverage along State H ghway 67 and State H ghway
63.

MR MERCIER: Referring to the drive
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test, was that conducted at the 700 negahertz
frequency?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): So that, what
iIt's showng is the 700 negahertz, but it's
basically, it will typically show whatever the
best frequency that the phone could use, and in
that case it is the 700, but even that one is poor
t o nonexi stent.

MR. MERCIER: Do you know t he date when
this drive test was conducted?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): | do not have
that in front of me. W can |look that up and
answer afterwards.

MR. MERCIER: Now, |ooking at this
drive test, it really focuses on the Route 67 and
63 area. Now, is that the prinmary concern for
this site?

THE W TNESS (Cheiban): | nean, that is
definitely one of the primary concerns, but also
the, you know, the side streets and the
nei ghbor hoods around there. Actually, Newton Road
Is also on that drive test. That also has very
poor cover age.

MR MERCIER: |'msorry, what road was
t hat ?
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THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): Newt on Road.
MR. MERCI ER:  (Goi ng through the

application, there was a statenent. It was
attachnent 16. It was |like a slide showto the
town, | believe, and one of the slides said, you

know, one of the reasons you needed the site was
It was an area with high concentration of network
extenders. \What do you nean by "network
ext enders"?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): This is Ziad
Chei ban, RF engineer wth Verizon. So network
extenders is a device that you can hook up to your
Internet that provides -- it's basically finding a
cell site that can cover your hone or a portion of
your hone. And these are typically provided to
custonmers that conplain about having no coverage
I nside their hone,.

MR. MERCIER: Ckay. Thank you.
Looki ng t hrough the coverage maps, | was | ooking
at the 1900 negahertz and the 850 negahertz
exi sting service, and it showed that sone of these
sites to the southeast did not have any type of
service in that frequency; is that correct?

THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): Zi ad Chei ban,

RF engineer. Yes, that is correct. W are in the
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process of augnenting our existing cell sites with
addi tional frequencies, and at this tine these
have not been conpl eted yet.

MR. MERCI ER: And what woul d be the
pur pose of adding these different frequencies to
exi sting and also this proposed site?

THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): The main
pur pose would be to increase the capacity. W
al so use -- so we are reusing our 850 negahertz
whi ch used to be, this was for our 3G network. W
are using it now to depl oy our newer 5G networKk.

MR. MERCI ER:  Thank you. And just to
go back to the, you had the yellow and the green
you di scussed, one was outdoor, the green was for
vehicle. So the purpose of this site, is the

purpose to get in-building coverage as nmuch as you

can?

THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): Zi ad Chei ban
again. Yes, that would be desirable. | nean,
there are multiple objectives. | nean, one of the

key objectives is the highways, but also getting
coverage inside sone of those nei ghborhoods is
desi r ed.

MR. MERCIER:. Back to attachnent 16,

that was the town's slide show There was a drive
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test in there, but it [ooks slightly different
than the one that was submtted with the Council
I nterrogatory responses. Was there an earlier
drive test or a later drive test or a different
drive test conducted?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): This is Zi ad
Chei ban. | just need a mnute to | ook that up.
Just hang on one second. (Pause) Yeah, | believe
that was done at a different tinme but it shows
simlar results, you know, roughly speaking, to
t he ot her one.

MR. MERCI ER:. Thank you. | have a
reference in the technical report, but | also
believe it's in the site search summary, there was
a search area map that had a search ring dated May
2014, and there was a followp by March 2016. So

|"mjust trying to determ ne why the search ring

was shifted to the south. I'mnot sure if you're
the individual | should be asking that question
to.

THE W TNESS (Cheiban): Yes. This is
Zi ad Chei ban again. So this search ring has been
wor ked on since 2015 -- or naybe 2014, sorry. So
initially we were trying to find sonething in the

area of concern near the intersection of State
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Hi ghway 67 and State Hi ghway 63. W were
unsuccessful, and so we shifted the search ring to
the south to increase the |ikelihood of finding
sonet hi ng.

MR MERCIER. So the initial goal was
to put sonething up at that intersection, if |
heard you correctly, but if you don't find any
sui tabl e properties then you just nove the search

ring to find sonething that m ght be good but not

the best. |Is that the way to put it?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): Yeah, this is
Zi ad Chei ban. That, | think, would be an accurate
st at enent .

MR. MERCIER: Ckay. Looking at the
coverage nmaps again, you know, with the proposed
site there wll still be sonme deficiency al ong,
coverage deficiency along Route 67 to the north at
700 nmegahertz. And according to the application,
Cellco intends to install a small cell up in that
area. Do you know, if this site was approved and
constructed at 100 feet, what would be the
deficiency on Route 67 in mles that would need to
be covered, you know, what would be the deficient
coverage remaining if you construct the tower as

pr oposed?
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THE W TNESS (Chei ban): This is Ziad
Chei ban. | don't have neasurenents of that
deficiency, but, you know, just kind of eyeballing
it, it looks around, a little bit less than a
mle.

MR. BALDWN: W can take that as a
homewor k assi gnnent, M. Morissette, and get you a
nore precise figure.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you.

MR. MERCIER: | guess related to that
I's, would you attenpt to | eave the green areas out
or maybe focus on one of the two yell ow areas
either to the northwest or southeast of kind of
the green area, or is the intent of the small cell
to cover the entire thing?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): | amsorry, can
you repeat the question?

MR MERCIER: |If you do install a snall
cell in that area, is the intent to cover that
entire area that's marked in yell ow and green?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): The intent is
to -- so this is Ziad Cheiban. The intent is to
cover the area in yell ow.

MR. MERCIER: Wuld the intent also be

to provide service to the, it |ooks |ike
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residential streets to the southwest of Route 67
that are also in yellow, or is it mainly focused
on the road itself, Route 67, that is?

THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): Zi ad Chei ban.
It will partially cover sone of those
nei ghbor hoods but not entirely.

MR. MERCIER: Do you have a | ocation
pi cked out for a small cell? [|'mjust wondering
If it's a building or is it going to be a utility
pol e type installation.

THE W TNESS (Cheiban): This is Ziad
Chei ban again. W are searching currently, |
nmean, we're searching, |looking at utility poles,
but we don't have a location finalized.

MR MERCIER: Wien you do a utility
pole installation, are the antennas just for 700
megahertz or are other frequencies included?

THE W TNESS (Cheiban): This is Ziad
Chei ban. There are limtations to how nmuch
equi pnment we can put on utility poles by the
utility conpanies, and so we typically deploy two
frequenci es because that's the [imt. And so it's
going to be either 700 and 850 or 1900 and 2100.
And again, since we have not finalized the

| ocation, that has not been determ ned yet.
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MR. MERCI ER:  Yes, understood. Thank
you. So when you install the two frequency type
system what would be the limtations for wirel ess
service in those areas, if any?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): | nean, the
limtation would -- | nean, in this case, because
we're just using this to suppl enent the proposed
site, it's not severe. | nean, we can't depl oy
the full conplenent of frequencies that are owned
by Verizon, but, you know, it would be good enough
to provide service to the cars along that highway.

MR MERCIER: For a utility nount snall
cell, | guess we'll just call it the typical one,
anybody have any information as to what the cost
of that is? That includes, you know, going on the
pole, installing all the equi pnent, and any ot her
type of services or fees that go into constructing
it.

MR. BALDWN:. | think we better take
that as a honework assignnent as well, M.

Mori ssette.

MR MORI SSETTE: Thank you, Attorney
Bal dwi n.

MR MERCIER: |In the interrogatories

t he Council requested several plots from sone
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different properties in the area that were
rejected for a cell tower site and one of them --
hold on for a second, please. |'mgoing to have
to refer to the actual plots. They're in the back
of the interrogatories if anybody is follow ng

al ong the website. There is a |ocation nunber 5
that's called 46 Burnt Swanp Road. It was a town
owned parcel according to the site search summary.
Did the town offer this property as a potenti al

t ower | ocation?

THE W TNESS (Cheiban): This is Ziad
Chei ban. Yes, that was a property that was
suggested by the town.

MR. MERCIER. Did anyone visit the
site, that |location, the 46 Burnt Swanp Road
| ocati on?

MR. BALDWN. |I'msorry, M. Mercier,
you got garbled there for a second. Could you
repeat that question?

MR. MERCIER: Yes. For site |ocation
5, that was 46 Burnt Swanp Road, did anybody go
out and exam ne the site from Cell co?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): This is Ziad
Cheiban. | don't think we visited that |ocation.

MR. MERCIER. Okay. Thank you. |
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guess |'m asking just because |I'm |l ooking at the
coverage plots that were submtted fromt hat
| ocation, you know, obviously it was a town
suggested |l ocation. |'mlooking at the coverage
pl ot at 700 negahertz, and it appears that it
offers pretty much simlar coverage to the
proposed site where there would be a deficiency
al ong Route 67 which would be the sane, pretty
much, as woul d be offered by the proposed site.
Wul d you agree with that assessnent that 46 Burnt
Swanp Road offers pretty nuch simlar coverage as
t he proposed site?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): This is Ziad
Chei ban. So there are two things to note. First
of all, so the property at 46 Burnt Swanp Road is
90 feet lower in elevation than the proposed site
at 118 Newton Road. And this propagation plot was
ran with the tower at 180 feet. But to answer
your question directly, it doesn't do quite as
wel |l as the proposed | ocation even though it is a
|l ot taller, but it does cover State H ghway 63,
you know, in a simlar, to a simlar extent.

THE W TNESS (CGustafson): M. Mercier,
this is Dean Gustafson fromAl|l-Points. Just to

provi de you sone additional information on 46
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Burnt Swanp Road, we were provided that property
to l ook at a desktop level review. W did assess
it to determ ne what possible design constraints
It could encunber. The property is encunbered
significantly by wetlands. W did provide
coordinates to the RF engi neer of a possible

| ocation on that property, but |I'd also point out
that there is a conservation easenent on that
parcel and it's also |ocated within a public water
suppl y wat er shed.

THE W TNESS (Gaudet): M. Mercier,
this is Brian Gaudet with All-Points. Also
| ooki ng at that proposed |ocation, that parcel
there, you're tal king now 180 foot tower to obtain
simlar coverage in a simlar setting in that
there are residences essentially surrounding that
parcel. So | think fromthat standpoint as well
It does not bode quite as well as the current
proposed site.

MR MERCIER: | was | ooking at sone of
the mapping. | think on your visibility map there
I's sone |and trust property around there,
according to your mapping, you nodeled at 180. So
there was a conservati on easenent put on there so

t hat woul d precl ude devel opnent of the parcel, is
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that correct, your understandi ng?

THE W TNESS (CGustafson): It's |isted
on the town's |land trust website as having a
conservati on easenent. Sorry, Dean Gustafson from
Al -Points. |'mnot sure what restrictions for
devel opnent are associated with that conservation
easenent.

MR. MERCIER: Ckay. |'mjust
I nterested because the town suggested it. Thank
you. Mowving on to site search, this is the
application, attachnent 8, there is a site search
summary in there and description of sites.
Looki ng at property nunber 7, did the Wodbridge
Par k Association offer this property for potenti al
use? That's the 7 Meeting House Lane property.

It says the owner is Wodbridge Park Associ ati on.

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): This Zi ad
Chei ban. | believe this one was suggested by the
t own.

MR MERCIER: (Okay. Wodbridge Park
Association, I'mnot sure if that's a town entity
or sonme other type of entity, however.

THE W TNESS (Parks): Tim Parks from
Verizon. W believe this is a town entity.

MR. MERCI ER. Thank you. Looking at
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the site search map, | could see parcel 12, which
Is a pretty large parcel, and then to the

sout heast there's a parcel 2. In between those
two there appears to be sone kind of vacant | and.
Was there any type of investigation in that
particular area for a potential site?

MR. BALDWN:. Just to clarify, M.
Mercier, you're |ooking at the area on that aeri al
phot ogr aph between the parcel | abel ed as nunber 12
and the parcel | abeled nunber 2?

MR. MERCIER: That's correct. It |ooks
| ike there's two roads that kind of dead end at
sone undevel oped | and that are marked. | can't
read themright at this second.

THE W TNESS (Li bertine): Wite QGak
Lane.

MR. MERCIER: Yes, it's one of them
Yes. Thank you.

THE W TNESS (Parks): This is Tim Parks
fromVerizon. W did not physically ook at the
site.

MR. MERCIER. Ckay. For parcel 12
that's a preserve that has conservation
restriction; is that correct?

THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): That is
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correct. This is Ziad Cheiban. Yes, it does have
a conservation easenent again fromthe
Wbodbri dge Land Trust.

MR. MERCIER: Mbving over to the right
side of the diagram there is the | arge Regi onal
Water Aut hority parcels marked as nunber 4. WAs
t he Regi onal Water Authority receptive to
potentially allow ng you to construct a tower on
their |and?

THE W TNESS (Gustafson): Dean
GQustafson fromAl |l -Points. W did take a | ook at
t he Regi onal Water Conpany land to determne if
there were any possible suitable |ocations for
siting a cell tower. W determned that all of
that land is either class 1 or class 2 watershed
| and. So, in accordance with Connecticut General
Statutes 25-32, there are significant restrictions
for doing any type of conmmercial devel opnent on
wat er conpany land, and it has to, at a m ni nrum
show that there's sone, the action has sone
benefit to the watershed. So it requires not only
approval by the Regional Water Authority but also
a permt fromthe Departnent of Public Health.

| was privy to correspondence between

t he Regional Water Authority and one of Verizon's
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Site acquisition agents who had reached out, and
the Regional Water Authority essentially responded
sayi ng they were concerned about the | ack of
access in proximty to wetlands on that property
and stressed that the property is held for the
protection of the public water supply. They
reiterated that it would require their approval to
put forth a permt to the Departnent of Public
Health, and indicated that it would be very

unli kely that the Regional Water Authority woul d
approve such a matter or the Departnent of Public
Heal t h woul d approve it.

MR. MERCI ER. Thank you for that
clarification.

THE W TNESS (CGustafson): You're
wel cone.

MR. MERCIER: In discussions with the
town for potential alternative sites, was any
nmention of the Amty H gh School property, was
that property brought up as a potential tower
| ocati on?

THE WTNESS (Parks): This is Tim
Parks. No, it was not.

MR MERCIER. |'mgoing to nove on to
I nterrogatory 36. It basically stated that, you
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know, a tree tower could mtigate sone of the
views of the tower.

THE W TNESS (CGQustafson): Sorry to
i nterrupt you, M. Mercier. This is Dean
Gustafson fromAll-Points. | just got sone
clarification on a question you had earlier about
what appears to be undevel oped | and between on the
site location nmap properties nunber 2 and nunber
12. And there is sone open space |land there. |
believe it's owned by the Town of Wodbridge. W
did ook at that area from a desktop anal ysis
standpoint. On the mapping it shows, you know,
we're in proximty to White OGak Lane and Forest
A en Drive. That area of open undevel oped | and
that's surrounded by residential, the devel opnent
Is just to the west of that. There's also a
street in between there called Ochard Street that
appears to provide access to that property.

| reviewed that and | ooked at the
possi bl e design constraints, topography and
wet |l ands. And the property is encunbered
significantly by a variety of wetland and stream
resources. And with the access provided off of
Orchard Street, | was unable to find any possible

suitable location for a tower site on that parcel
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Wi t hout significant wetland and wat ercourse
resource inpacts. So | just wanted to clarify
that for you. Thank you.

MR. MERCI ER: Thank you. Actually, |
just picked up the revised viewshed nmap, and |
just noticed that that was marked as blue. It
| ooks |i ke an extension of the preserve. That's
how it's marked, however. Yeah, | see that's
muni ci pal or sone type of | and trust property.
Thank you.

THE W TNESS (Gustafson): Sorry for the
I nterruption.

MR. MERCIER. So for a tree tower,
woul d Cellco consider installing one at this site
If it was approved?

THE W TNESS (Parks): This is Tim Parks
fromCellco. W would consider installing a
nmonopi ne, if approved.

MR. MERCIER: For the site, the 100
foot tower, do you know roughly what the cost
di fference is, you know, would there be a cost
i ncrease to install the tower; and if so, what's
t hat based on, the foundation, the netal, or a
conbi nati on of everything?

THE W TNESS (Parks): This is Tim Parks
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fromCellco. There would be a relatively
significant increase in the cost of the
Installation of a nonopine as conpared to a
nmonopol e. The exact nunber | can determ ne during
our break.

MR. MERCI ER: Thank you. Now, when
Cell co goes ahead and constructs tree towers in
ot her areas, |'ll just say New Engl and or
Connecticut or just the region, does Cellco use
one vendor or are there nultiple vendors for the
tree tower design?

THE W TNESS (Libertine): This is MKke
Li bertine. There have been in the past nultiple
vendors. They have consolidated, and at this tine
| believe on the east coast you're limted to
ei ther one or two.

MR. MERCIER:. Ckay. | guess ny
guestion has to do with, you know, given the new
t echnol ogy today and larger platforns and nore
equi pment on the platforns, | just want to know,
| f anybody has seen the current design, if the
branches woul d conceal the platforns and antennas
Wi thin, you know, on the tree tower, would there
be conceal nent ?

THE W TNESS (Gaudet): This is Brian
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Gaudet wwth All-Points. So the nonopi ne towers
can be designed essentially to the request of the
t ower devel oper, landlords, any other party that
has an interest in the design. So they can be
sort of that standard straight up and down every
branch is the sane width. You can have them
desi gned to bow out nore at the bottom have a
conical top to make it appear a little bit nore
natural. You can increase the branching in
bet ween, you know, the per foot branching. So
there's a ot of different things you can do to
conceal each array appropriately.

THE W TNESS (Libertine): This is MKke
Li bertine. Yeah, they're essentially customto
the design for that particular arrangenent. And
as another carrier cones to use it, they would do
a simlar arrangenent so that it would conceal the
ant ennas and t he appurtenances on the tower
I tsel f.

THE W TNESS ( Gaudet): Brian Gaudet.
Just to add to the design, sonme of the design
features. Wen you're looking to create sort of
that nore natural | ooking evergreen, you do have
to add sone additional height to the tower in the

formof branching. That can be anywhere between 5
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to 15 feet depending on how wi de the antenna array
at the top is to nake it | ook natural.

MR. MERCI ER:  Thank you. | just want
to ensure for a tree tower that the antennas are
concealed within the branching. So | assune --
for a full platformhow far out woul d these
branches have to extend, anybody have any i dea?
Say if there was a platformput on a 100 foot
hei ght of this tower, you know, how far out would
t he antennas have to go to conceal thenf

THE W TNESS ( Gaudet): Brian Gaudet.
You're talking 12 foot arrays is a pretty standard
width. So you' d be | ooking at anywhere between 13
and 14 feet to really nask the antennas behi nd
t hat outside branching. (Pause) So sorry, good
point, 6 feet either side of the pole. So you're
| ooking 7 to 8 feet per branch out fromthe
nonopol e center, so a total wdth of about 13, 14
feet.

MR. MERCI ER: Thank you. |If a tree
tower was used, would painting the antennas hel p,
hel p conceal themw thin the branch structure?

THE W TNESS (Gaudet): Brian Gaudet.
There's painting that can be done. There's also,

t hey nmake sone nesh socks that help blend it in,
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sort of a greenish canouflage color. So you can
certainly hide them whereas you' ve got sort of
the beige or white face of the standard panel
antennas which would stick out nore in green

br anchi ng.

MR. MERCIER: For the socks, the
antenna socks |'Il call them you put themon top
of the antennas, it |ooks |like needles, are there
any type of performance issues or maintenance
| ssues with those socks, you have to take them off
to fix antennas or anything of that nature?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): This is Ziad
Chei ban. Yeah, they probably would need to be
taken off to, you know, do nmaintenance on the
antennas. | amnot aware of any perfornance
I ssues with them

MR. MERCI ER:. Thank you. For this
particular tower, did the town express any
Interest in |ocating any energency antennas on top
of the tower?

THE W TNESS (Parks): This is Tim Parks
with Cellco. They have not.

MR MERCIER |f an energency provider
wanted to go on the tower, |'mgoing to presune at

the top, and they install whip antennas, if a tree
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tower is used, how could the whip antennas be
accommodat ed?

THE W TNESS (Gaudet): Brian Gaudet.
Typically the whip antennas are installed on a
much | ess substantial nount than what you would
see for a lowprofile platformthat the carriers
use. So | would assune that there woul d be enough
space where they could nount it. As far as
screening goes froma visibility standpoi nt, as
you nmentioned, they're typically whip antennas,
very thin profile. It would be, | think, alittle
bit excessive to try and design the tree to screen
a 15 foot whip antenna on top, but we found that
the visibility of those whip antennas outside of a
quarter mle is alnost indiscernible to the naked
eye.

THE W TNESS (Libertine): This is MKke
Li bertine. 1'd also add that there's no guarantee
that they would want the top spot. W' ve often
seen those energency providers, as long as there's
no interference with the carriers, com ng down a
little bit lower and affixing and al so be hidden
within the branching itself. So it really depends
on their need.

MR. MERCIER. Thank you. | just have a
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coupl e questions about the site plans. | think

that's application attachnent 1. |'mjust | ooking
at site plan G1. | believe that's the abutter's
plan. It just kind of gives a general oversight

of the site. Again, thisis plan CG1. And I'm
| ooki ng at the proposed | ease area. Wiy was this
particular | ocation chosen on the site parcel?

THE W TNESS (Parks): This is Tim Parks
fromCellco. This is where the |andlord directed
us for the tower | ocation.

MR. MERCIER: Ckay. | wasn't sure if
the | andl ord woul d be anenable to noving the tower
| ocati on and conpound slightly, | guess, north
just so the height is equidistant fromthe north
and south property lines. | don't knowif you had
t hat di scussion previously or is this the only
| ocation the |andl ord want ed.

THE W TNESS (Parks): This is Tim Parks
fromCellco. W could speak to the | andlord on
t hat .

MR. MERCIER: In |ooking at the plan, |
just saw a note that there would be an 8 foot high
chain link fence. Any type of treatnent plan for
the fence or grass or any other type of visual

mtigation?
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MR BALDWN. M. Bhenbe.

THE W TNESS (Bhenbe): Currently the
site itself doesn't have any screening, but
screening can be added to it to be in the form of
green slats if that is required.

MR MERCIER. (Okay. So maybe even, is
there any issue with putting up a decorative wood
or a vinyl type fence instead of a chain |ink?

THE W TNESS (Bhenbe): A wood fence can
al so be done. There's no issue with that.

MR. MERCIER: And one other note | saw
in the site plan, it showed a floodlight. Can you
just tell nme how often it operates, is it on all
night, or is it on certain tinmes when a technician
m ght cone to the site when it's dark?

THE W TNESS (Bhenbe): It's autonated
and it only functions only when the technician is
on site on a tinmer. So the technician wll turn
It on, and it will turn off at a specific tine.

MR. MERCI ER. Thank you. That was ny
next question. Thank you very nmuch. | have no
ot her questions at this tinme. Thank you.

MR MORI SSETTE: Thank you, M.

Mercier. We'll now continue with

cross-exam nation by M. Silvestri followed by M.
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Hannon.

M. Silvestri.

MR SILVESTRI: Thank you, M.
Morissette. And good afternoon all. | have a
couple foll owup questions to what M. Mercier had
posed. And I'd like to begin with the potenti al
small cell in the area of Route 67. Could you
explain how a small cell coverage would actually
wor k?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): M. Silvestri,
this is Ziad Cheiban. Can you be nore specific
about what you're | ooking for?

MR SILVESTRI: Wll, you would install
a small cell. Howis it connected to the systenf

THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): Ckay. This is
Zi ad Chei ban again. So it is connected through
fiber back to a hub | ocation which has not been
determ ned. And it has equi pnent right on the
utility pole that woul d have power and fi ber
connected to it and then connected to the antenna.

MR, SILVESTRI: So is it the fiber that
drives the connection for coverage or is it the
ant ennae?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): So the fi ber

provi des what we call the backhaul that basically
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connects back to, you know, the digital processing
equi pnment on the pole itself, there will be a
radio, and that radio is connected through copper
cabling to the antennae, and that's what transnmts
the radi o energy.

MR SILVESTRI: Got you. GCkay. And
then it was nentioned earlier that for existing
utility poles, if you were to put up a small cell,
there would be a nunber of restrictions. What
about new poles, if you were to set a new pol e,
woul d you have the simlar restrictions that you
m ght have on a utility owned pol e?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): This is Ziad
Chei ban again. So if we were to put a Verizon
owned pole, assunm ng we can find a property owner
that would allow us to do that, we would not have
the sane restrictions as we do when we use the
pol es that are owned by Ul.

MR, SILVESTRI: Thank you. One other
followmup right nowwth what M. Mercier had posed
goes back to the nonopine. 1In |looking at stealth
desi gns, was a watch tower ever considered instead
of a nonopi ne or the regul ar nonopol e?

THE W TNESS (Gaudet): Brian Gaudet
wth All-Points. This location, being fairly
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wooded with really no substantial height in any
bui | di ngs, a watch tower would look a little bit
out of place here at 100 feet tall. You're

addi ng, the viewshed of a watch tower, you're
talking at least 3 or 4 poles to support that.
You're tal king, the watch tower at the top of it,
substantially w der than what you would see with a
nonopol e.

The nmonopine in this location, 'l
point you to photo 1 in the photo sinulations,
aside from photo 1, photo 15 and photo 16, where
you're going to see this tower, a nonopine would
blend in fairly well. There's a significant
anmount of seasonal visibility. Mst of the
visibility is within roughly .3 mles of the site.
And there is sonme substantial screening wth the
exception of the cleared fields on the host
property. So a nonopi ne would do sonme good
screening to a nunber of |ocations where you woul d
have these views, but again, photo 1 is such a
stark contrast to what is there today that a
nmonopi ne would really stick out to sone of these
| medi at e near by abutting properties.

MR. SILVESTRI: kay. Thank you for

your response. One other followp | had to M.
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Mercier. \When he was tal king about the | ocation
of, or potential |ocation of the tower on the
property, you had nentioned that it would be a
di scussion with the landowner if it could shift
one way or another. As it's proposed right now,
however, if | neasured correctly, | believe that
t he proposed tower will be | ocated about 64 feet
fromthe western property line. So the question |
have for you, is there a hinge point that woul d
keep the tower within the subject property in the
event of a catastrophic failure?

THE W TNESS (Parks): This is Tim Parks
fromCellco. W can design it into the tower.

MR SILVESTRI: GCkay. So there's a
potential, should the project be approved, of
possi bly working with the landlord to shift the
whol e conpound or | ooking at that hinge point,
correct?

THE W TNESS (Parks): That is correct.

MR. SILVESTRI: ay. Thank you. And
If | have ny notes correct, you' re proposing a 30
kil owatt generator, propane powered, wth an
approxi mately 500 gall on propane tank. What's the
run tinme that you anticipate?

THE W TNESS (Parks): This is Tim Parks
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from Cellco. Those vary depending on the |ocation
of the site. Typically they can run for five to
seven days on a full tank of fuel.

MR SILVESTRI: And what provisions do
you have for storm preparation, you know, based on
what we just had with Elsa com ng through, what do
you do to prepare your sites to nake sure we got
coverage that would continue during such storns?

THE W TNESS (Parks): This is Tim Parks
fromCellco. W do top off all of our tanks for
our sites, as nany as we can. W also ensure that
the battery backup is avail abl e.

MR. SILVESTRI: And you would -- go
ahead.

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): Sorry. This is
Ziad Cheiban. | just wanted to add that we al so
have contractors, you know, we put them on standby
to refuel the generators when there's a storm or
ot her significant event.

MR SILVESTRI: Understood. Thank you.
And the generator would be exercised once a week
to make sure it's operational; is that correct?

THE W TNESS (Parks): That is correct,
for about 10 to 15 m nutes.

MR SILVESTRI: Thank you. GCkay. [If |
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can have you reference page 23 of the application.
This is the application narrative. And |ooking at
that table, the total estinmated cost is |listed at
425,000, but the itens included in that estinmate
only total 245,000. So, |I'mlooking to see what
accounts for the $180, 000 difference.

MR. BALDWN. Cearly atypo in there
sonewhere, M. Silvestri. And we'll investigate
that and take that as a honmework assignnent, if we
can.

MR SILVESTRI: Yeah, if you could take
that one along with the question M. Mercier had
added about the additional cost on the nonopine,

t hat woul d be appreci at ed.

MR. BALDWN: Yes.

MR SILVESTRI: Thank you. Now, | want
to try to understand correctly. There is a 250
foot lattice tower that's on West Rock Ridge. |
believe the address is 1055 Wntergreen Avenue.
There is a relatively new cell tower that's over
on Whodin Street also in Handen. Could you
explain what remains, what the interaction m ght
be between those cell towers and what you're
proposi ng on Newt on Road?

THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): This is Zi ad
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Chei ban. The tower on West Rock Ridge covers the
sout hern portion of State H ghway 63. It really
does not interact or overlap with the proposed
facility very much. The other tower that you
menti oned does not cover this area at all.

MR SILVESTRI: Ckay. But when you say
"very nuch," there is sone overlap wth what
you' re proposing for the existing tower, correct?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): There is a very
smal | anmount of overl ap.

MR SILVESTRI: Al right. So related
to that, is the 250 foot lattice tower on West
Rock Ridge, is that still slated to go away?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): This is Zi ad
Chei ban. So our sites, our equipnment that is on
that tower is slated to be deconmm ssi oned, but not
the tower itself.

MR. SILVESTRI: kay. So | guess an
obvi ous question |I'mgoing to pose, why not keep
your equipnent on that lattice tower and try to
hook up sonething along the lines of small cells
to the area that you're | ooking to provide
addi ti onal coverage?

THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): This is Zi ad

Chei ban again. So we have -- there are several
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constraints or issues with small cells. One of
themis that we cannot put power back up on the
pol es owned by United Illumnating. So in case of
a storm anything like that, we would | ose
service. The other issue is they don't allow us
to deploy all of the frequencies that we currently
own because of the restrictions on the equi pnment
that we can attach to these poles. So these are
general concerns.

Now, specifically to this area we have
| ooked and there aren't -- there are very few
pol es that are unencunbered by el ectrical
equi pnmrent and that we can actually use.
Specifically, | nean, we're not able to cone up
wth a design that would cover this area. |In many
pl aces the trees are actually taller than the
utility poles in this area of Wodbridge which
woul d bl ock, you know, sone of the radio signal.

MR, SILVESTRI: GCkay. But if I'm
hearing correctly, you' re | ooking at existing
utility poles at this point. Again, | had posed
t he question, one, about new poles in relation to
Route 67, but also what about buildings, there's a
nunber of buildings within the area ranging from

Bl ue Check Deli, which is up on 63, you have a
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nunber of buil di ngs, Solun Tapas over on Amty
Road, Crest Lincoln Mercury, People's Bank, a
nunber of other facilities that m ght be potenti al
for putting on rooftop small cells. Could you
tell nme about the potential to use those
facilities?

THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): This is Zi ad
Chei ban. | have not eval uated these buildings, so
| cannot really answer that.

MR. BALDWN:. W can take a | ook at
sone of those buildings, M. Silvestri, between
now and the next hearing and report back on what |
believe to be your question related to small cell
opportunities.

MR SILVESTRI: Attorney Bal dwi n, |
woul d appreciate that. Again, the next series of
questions | have for you are al so | ooki ng at what
we m ght have for alternatives. And again, |
don't know if what | just nentioned with Wst Rock
Ri dge small cells on existing buildings up and
down Amty Road m ght do it, but you could provide
t hat i nformation.

But the followp | have for you, going
back to the site search summary, you have area 4

that is the water conpany property there, and the
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one |'mlooking at, in particular, is right near
Lake Dawson on Route 69. | drive that fromtine
totinme. | know there's a cell tower as | drive
north. It's on the left-hand side. And | don't
know if Verizon is on that cell tower, so let ne
ask you that first. Is Verizon on that cell tower
just south of area 4 on your site |ocation map
near Lake Dawson?

THE W TNESS (Cheiban): This is Ziad
Chei ban. No, we are not currently on this tower.

MR. SILVESTRI: You're not on there,
okay. Because you investigated areas around that
tower, is there a potential to | ocate your antenna
on that tower to provide coverage in the areas
t hat are needed?

THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): This is Zi ad
Chei ban. That location is significantly |lower in
el evation than the area we're trying to cover, and
it is also nore than 2 mles away. So it would
not really provide the coverage that we need where
we need it.

MR. SILVESTRI: | don't know the
el evation of the existing cell tower, so that's a
little bit difficult for nme to put in perspective.

But when you nentioned it's 2 mles away, why then
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did you investigate all the areas for the Regi onal
Water Conpany if the site I'mnentioning is

| ocated right near that, wouldn't areas 4 that you
have on the site search be too far away based on
what you just said?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): This is Zi ad
Chei ban. Yes, we investigated them because they
wer e suggested by the town.

MR SILVESTRI: COkay. But you really
didn't go into -- or did you go into detail about
trying to | ocate on that existing tower?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): This is Ziad
Chei ban. We did not -- | nean, we knew that that
tower was too far. Basically it covers nore Route
69, and it would not cover the Route 67 and 63
which is where we needed the coverage.

MR. SILVESTRI: | hear what you're
saying. Again, I'mgoing to put it into the small
cell context that | nentioned before that | don't
know i f there's a possibility of trying to
relocate -- or |ocate on that existing tower and
again looking at small cells sonewhere al ong Route
63 that m ght provide the sane type of coverage
that you're looking for. So again, I'mstill on

the small cell thing as potential options, if you
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wll, rather than building a new cell tower.

Let's see. M. Morissette, |ooking at
my notes, | believe | covered everything at this
point that | wanted to. So | think I'll stop
there. Thank you.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you, M.
Silvestri. W'Il now nbve on to cross-examn nation
by M. Hannon and foll owed by M. Nguyen.

M. Hannon.

MR, HANNON: Thank you. On page 9 of
the application it tal ks about Wodbri dge South,
Wbodbri dge North, Wodbridge East, Westville West.
What are the heights of those towers?

THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): This Zi ad
Cheiban. | think we're going to have to take that
one as homewor k because | don't have that
i nformation in front of ne.

MR. HANNON:. Ckay. | was just curious.
| guess this sort of follows up alittle bit with
what M. Mercier was asking and M. Silvestri.

But you have a statenent in here, "Cellco is aware
of no viable and currently avail able alternatives
to its systemdesign for carriers |licensed by the
FCC." This is on the bottom of page 11. Can you

pl ease provide sone fill-in nmaterial as to where
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you cone up with that statenent? |'mjust |ooking
for sone supporting rationale behind that
st at enent .

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): This is Zi ad
Chei ban. The statenent is basically saying that
there are no existing towers or existing small
cells that would provide an alternative to what
we' re proposing, or existing buildings.

MR HANNON: | didn't read that as a
tower because it's tal king about no viable and
currently available alternatives, so | wasn't
t hi nki ng about that as another tower. So |
apol ogize if | m sconstrued that.

On page 13 you talk a little bit about
how the initial target height was 140 feet and
then after talking to the town and sone of the
nei ghboring property owners you settled on a
hei ght of 100 feet. Wat went into that decision
to go from 140 down to 100, because it seens |iKke
I f 140 was the height you were | ooking for,
dropping it 40 feet could be pretty consi derable
I n coverage. So what were the trade-offs from
going from 140 to 1007?

THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): This is Zi ad

Cheiban. So we are trying to conprom se and
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reduce -- the main idea was to try to reduce the
visibility, and going from 140 to 100 reduces the
visibility, and at the sane tinme we added a
proposed small cell along Route 63 to conpensate
for the weak coverage in that area. |'msorry, |
think it's Route 67.

MR. HANNON: And that would be just one
smal|l cell or would it be nore than one?

THE W TNESS (Cheiban): W're currently
proposi ng only one.

MR. HANNON. Ckay. The next commrent |
have, it's sort of a mnor coment, but you state
on page 7, the Environnental Assessnent Statenent
under the Land, "No trees or ground vegetation
wll need to be cleared and only m nimal grading."
But I'mlooking at map CG2. And is it standard
practice to keep trees in a conpound that are
going to be 10 feet away fromthe tower, because |
don't renenber any cell tower sites previously
before that had the trees in the conpound.

THE W TNESS (Bhenbe): Sylvester here.
The trees in the conpound wll be renoved. There
are 6 inch dianeter trees were actually marked and
they will be renoved. And the [imt --

MR. HANNON: That's kind of what |
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t hought. But again, you've got a statenent that
no trees are going to be cut down on the site, so
that may be sonething that needs to be fixed.
|"mjunping to Tab 8. | know we've
t al ked about sonme of the sites that could have
been |l ooked at. In particular, I"minterested in
nunber 6, the town's public works garage. |'m
sure that you have read the prefile testinony from
M. Feldman, and he's stating in his docunent that
one alternative site that was offered to Verizon
was at the town garage. |'m assum ng that the
town public works garage, nunber 6, is the sane
thing that M. Feldman was referring to.

But here's kind of where |'mgoing with
this: You say this parcel is 169 feet | ower than
t he proposed site at 118 Newton Road. So to ne
that's, what, roughly a 270 foot high tower. So
what are the differences in cost, visibility,
things of that nature? So it's probably a couple
of fol ks nmaking some comments on this. | know
M. Libertine usually deals a lot with sone of the
vi ewsheds and things of that nature. But if you
did go on that site, would the tower need to be
about 270 feet to acconplish the sane thing you're
trying to do at 118 Newt on Road?
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THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): Zi ad Chei ban.
So | can address the RF propagation aspect. So
that location is not only lower, it's also farther
away fromthe target area. And | don't know t hat
a 270 foot tower would even provide the coverage
that we need. But the other thing to note is that
any tinme you go above 200 feet, the tower needs to
be it per FAA regulation. It becones very
visible. So it is not a good option, but I'll et
the others speak to the visibility, high
visibility aspects.

THE W TNESS (Gaudet): This is Brian
Gaudet with All-Points. So there's a couple
factors with that Meetinghouse Lane | ocation.
There are -- well, it's not as populated froma
residential standpoint. There are a nunber of
open fields down that way. As you cone in towards
Meet i nghouse Lane, it's nmuch nore | evel than sone
of the terrain farther up Newton Road. At 270
feet, as Ziad nentioned, you would need to |ight
the tower, there's that factor going to it as
well. But 270 feet is going to stick out wherever
you put it.

| would like to point out too that

Meet i nghouse Lane has a coupl e properties, at
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| east one property that is registered on the
Nat i onal Register of Historic Places. A 270 foot
tower right in front of that building probably
woul d not go over well with SHPO. You're also
now, you're shifting the visibility, and | think
froma cost standpoint you now have to, you're
spendi ng an exponential anmount of noney on the

el ectric to run those |ights, the naintenance to
repl ace those lights. |If the tower needs to be
pai nted from an FAA perspective, there's the
Initial cost for that, plus the maintenance on
that. So from an operational standpoint, the cost
goes up pretty significantly.

MR. HANNON: Again, there was a
specific comment nade, so | just wanted to get
sonething on the record as to what the issue was
for this particular site. | don't believe | have
anything else at this point in tinme, so thank you.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you, M. Hannon.
| think it would be a perfect tine to take a
15-m nute break. W'Il|l get back to the hearing at
3:45. At that tinme M. Nguyen will commence with
his cross-exam nation. Thank you. W'II|l see you
at 3:45.

(Wher eupon, a recess was taken from
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3:30 p.m wuntil 3:45 p.m)

MR MORISSETTE: We'll now conti nue
Wi th cross-exam nation by M. Nguyen, foll owed by
M. Lynch. Thank you.

M. Nguyen.

MR. NGUYEN. Thank you, M. Morissette.
And good afternoon, everyone. Let ne start with
attachnent nunber 8, the site search sunmary. |'m
| ooki ng on page 3 and page 4, and | notice that
there's about nine sites that were | abeled -- were
rejected by RF design engineers. | suppose that
woul d be you, M. Chei ban, and your group; is that
correct?

THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): Yes, that would
be ne.

MR. NGUYEN: Now, of all those sites
that were rejected by you, would you physically
visit those sites?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): No, | did not
physically visit those sites. | just evaluated
them fromthe deskt op.

MR. NGUYEN: So those sites were
rejected by you and your group. Is it you
personally, or is it a group of engineers?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): It is ne
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personal | y.

MR. NGUYEN: Now, to the extent that
you were not physically at the site, so what are
the paraneters that |ead you to reject those
sites?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): This is Zi ad
Chei ban. So | basically run a propagati on map and
conpare to what our coverage objective is.

MR. AINSWORTH: M. Acting Chair, |
notice |I'm hearing whispering in the room and
It's not usually practice to coach w tnesses.

MR MORI SSETTE: Thank you, Attorney
Ainsworth. Yes, if we could keep the whispering
to a mninum please. If you need to go off the
record, please say so.

MR. BALDWN:. M. Morissette, it is not
unconmmon for attorneys to speak to their w tnesses
during cross-exam nation. |'mnot coaching our
W tnesses in any way. They are very capabl e of
answering these questions. Thank you.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Very good. Thank you.
Pl ease conti nue.

MR. NGUYEN. Thank you. |[In response to
Question Nunber 17, | believe Verizon indicated

that the proposed facility is capable of providing
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5G wirel ess services; is that correct?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): This is Ziad
Chei ban. Yes, that is correct.

MR. NGUYEN. And does the conpany plan
to provide the 5Gin the future?

THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): Yes, we are.

MR. NGUYEN. And | know there was a | ot
of, there was sone discussions regarding the |ow
band and m dband frequencies that M. Mercier
rai sed. Now, what about the higher frequency, the
28 and 39 gigahertz frequenci es known as the
mllinmeter-wave spectrum Does Verizon intend to
utilize that frequency in the future?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): This is Zi ad
Chei ban. W do not intend to use the 28 gigahertz

or 39 gigahertz at this site in the foreseeable

future.

MR. NGUYEN. |'msorry, you do or you
don't?

THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): W do not.

MR. NGUYEN. Could you pl ease expl ain
why.

THE W TNESS (Cheiban): Yes. This is
Zi ad Cheiban. So the 28 gigahertz and 39

gi gahertz have a very snall coverage footprint,
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and they are typically used in dense urban areas
or urban areas, and in this specific |ocation it
woul d not make a | ot of sense to deploy these. W
will, however, be deploying a newy acquired
C-band which is around 3700 negahertz or 3.7
gigahertz at this site, and that is al so capable
of 5G

MR. NGUYEN. Now, with respect to the
smal |l cell application that was rai sed by M.
Mercier and M. Silvestri regarding the small cell
depl oynent, woul d those frequencies,
mllinmeter-wave spectrum would be nore
accommodat ed by the small cell applications?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): This is Zi ad
Chei ban again. Again, | nean, due to the kind of,
the environnent that this site is, where this site
I's located, which is heavily wooded, the houses
are far apart, the 28 gigahertz and 39 gi gahertz
woul d not, you know, it would be extrenely
difficult to get continuous coverage at those
frequencies. They work pretty well in nore
built-up areas where the residences or buildings
are closer together, but in this environnent here
t he houses are pretty far apart, and there is a

| ot of trees, it would sinply not be able to -- |
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nmean, we woul d not get good coverage out of those
frequencies even with small cell.

MR. NGUYEN:. But you are conparing the
limtation of propagation and |line of sight, you
are tal king about the macro cell towers, or are
you tal king about the small cell applications?

THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): The way |
under stood the question, you were asking if we
woul d deploy the mllineter-wave on the snall
cells in this Wodbridge area.

MR, NGUYEN: Yes.

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): And so that was
my answer is that in this kind of topography and
this kind of norphology, is what we call it,
where, you know, where the houses are so far apart
and with all the trees, it wouldn't nmake sense to
deploy mllinmeter-wave. It would nake a | ot nore
sense to deploy the |l ower frequencies such as, you
know, going from 700 all the way up to 3700
nmegahert z.

MR NGUYEN. And with respect to the
commencenent and conpl etion dates, do you have the
dat es proposed for this tower construction?

THE W TNESS (Parks): This is Tim Parks

from Cel | co. | don't think we do at this tine.
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It would likely be -- we would likely start
construction not |ong after receiving full
approval .

MR. NGUYEN. And do you have any idea
when you start how long it would take to conplete
t he project?

THE W TNESS (Parks): This is Tim Parks
with Cellco. A raw | and nonopole install would
typically take anywhere between five and seven
months to fully conplete.

MR. NGUYEN. kay. Thank you very
much. That's all | have, M. Morissette. Thank
you.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you, M. Nguyen.
| see that M. Lynch is no | onger connected, so
we'll nove on to Ms. Cool ey.

Ms. Cool ey, do you have any questions?

M5. COOLEY: Thank you. Yes, | just
have a few questions. First of all, one of your
rationales for this tower is that in this area you
menti oned that you have many peopl e requesting
networ k extenders, you said a |large nunber. Can
you tell nme how many that is, what's a |arge
nunber ?

THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): This is Zi ad
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Chei ban. | don't have the nunber of network
extenders off the top of ny head, but | know that
we've tallied about nore than 30 custoner
conplaints in the last two to three years in this
area, and typically those are custoner conpl aints,
you know, about coverage in their honme or on the
roads in the area. So | would say roughly about
30 networ k extenders.

M5. COOLEY: Ckay. So the network
extenders are for people in hones that are
conpl ai ning, not on the roads, right, is that
correct?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): M. Cooley, I'm
not sure if you're hearing ne, but yes, that is
correct.

M5. COOLEY: Yes. Sorry, | could not
hear you. Thank you. GCkay. M other question
too is to go back to the small cell issue. One of
your solutions for that area in the north that is
not going to be -- would not be fully covered
woul d be to use snmall cells along, is it Route 637
How many woul d you think you woul d need?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): This is Ziad
Chei ban again. At this tine we are planning to

depl oy just one snmall cell to fill a small gap on,
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| believe it is Route 67.

M5. COOLEY: kay. So just the one.
But you don't have that site figured out yet?

THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): Not yet.

M5. COCLEY: Not yet, okay. | think
t hat covers ny questions. Mst of them had been
asked previously. Thank you.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you, Ms. Cool ey.

| have a couple of follow up questions.
The first one is relating to the nonopine topic
that M. Mercier brought up earlier in his
cross-exam nation. Now, nmy understanding is that
t he proposed tower has been reduced to 100 feet.
Are you still planning to have a total of four
carriers on the tower at 100 feet?

THE W TNESS (Li bertine): M.

Morissette, this is Mke Libertine 1'mnot sure
we can really answer that. | nean, it certainly
wi || be designed and constructed to hol d

physically that equipnent, but that's really up to
each of the carriers whether or not they need this
facility and then at what centerline they would
need.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Yes, that actually is

inline wwth nmy questioning is, if you | ower the

74




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

top down to 100 feet, then the lower facility wll
be at approximately 60 feet, and is that height
too low for a fourth carrier? | know you can't
answer that for a carrier, but hypothetically from
an RF perspective would that be an issue?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): This is Zi ad
Chei ban. It could very well be an issue, but, you
know, it woul d depend on what frequencies that
fourth carrier is deploying and, you know, how
close their other sites are located, so it's hard
to answer.

THE W TNESS (Libertine): M.
Morissette to that point | just want to nake sure
It's on the record that, and | don't want to speak
for Ziad, but having worked on this project for
the | ast several years, it's clear that we have,
or Verizon has made a significant conpromse in

terns of height. 140 is really the hei ght that

would be ideal. It would elimnate the need for a
fill-in site sonewhere to the north along Route 67
wth a small cell. But we've heard fromthe town

and the comunity, and so the reduction to 100
feet serves Verizon's basic m ni rum needs, but
there is a mpjor conprom se. And so | just want

to make sure everyone kind of -- | think that's
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been lost a little bit in the testinony so far.
And it kind of goes to that point whether or not
60 or 70 feet above ground |level would really work
for sonmeone el se.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Yes. Thank you. |
can see that that would put a limtation on the
fourth, and possibly third carrier, going forward.
Thank you for that clarification.

THE W TNESS (Libertine): You're
wel cone.

MR, MORI SSETTE: M. Libertine, while |
have you, | would like, | think it's you, but |
would like to go to the visibility analysis, or is
that M. Gaudet ?

THE W TNESS (Li bertine): It wll
probably be a conbination of the two of us.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Ckay, great. Let's
see here. (Going on to photo 2, | see the crane
with a balloon on it. |Is the 100 feet where the
bal l oon is, is that a balloon?

THE W TNESS (Gaudet): It's actually
the hoist of the crane. So at this point we had
gone out to evaluate, the main purpose here was to
eval uate 100 feet. But with the original height

being at 140 feet, those photos were not in a full
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| eaf -of f situation. So we wanted to, one,

eval uate 100 feet; but two, conpare while we were
out there at the 140 feet, if we saw any
differences in the leaf-off condition. So what
you see here, we also wanted to evaluate 120, is
the top of the crane at 140 feet. W dropped a
hoi st down with a flag on that to 120 feet

approxi mately, and then what we did was scal e back
based off that 140 foot to the 100 foot |evel that
you see there.

MR MORISSETTE: Geat. Thank you for
that clarification. So the second photo 2 is at
100 feet which looks a little lower than 100 feet
fromthe previous photo 2. Can you comrent on
that, or is that pretty accurate?

THE W TNESS (Gaudet): It's pretty
accurate. That hoist ended up probably a little
bit above 120 feet. So I think it's the visual
gap between where the hoist is to the top of the
boom appears to be a little bit |ess than what
that, you know, if you do that sort of quick flip,
as | can see you're looking at it on the conputer,
it's alittle bit easier than the paper, that |
think is what's explaining that sort of

di screpancy. And you'll see that in a handful of
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ot her photos as well.

MR MORI SSETTE: Geat. Thank you.
Moving on to photo 9, | don't knowif it's ny
conputer resolution or what, but | can't see the
frame or | can't see the tower.

THE W TNESS (Gaudet): It's there. |
think if those red arrows weren't there, it would
be pretty difficult to see. You know, we go out
there and drive these sites. And we've got a
trained eye, we're specifically | ooking for these.
| think this photo is a great exanple of what your
sort of typical seasonal views will ook Iike as
you are driving down these streets. This photo |
know specifically | had to drive back and forth
about six tinmes to figure out where it was and
where it dropped out because of the intervening
trees, but you can see it if you' re standing
essentially in front of one mail box there.

MR. MORI SSETTE: | see the red arrow
now. Unfortunately, it's buried in the trees so
the contrast is not -- but | do see it. Thank
you.

THE W TNESS (Gaudet): Sure.

MR. MORISSETTE: | think | had the sane

guestion for 12.
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THE W TNESS (Libertine): M.
Mori ssette, this is Mke Libertine.

MR, MORI SSETTE: Yes.

THE W TNESS (Li bertine): QCbviously,
you know, what we try to do is to present a pretty
fair representation of all the different types of
views. These are static in nature, so they do
tend to at tines create, | guess, the illusion
that there may not even be anything there that
we're | ooking at. But as M. Gaudet said, we have
a trained eye. W also use binoculars a | ot even
at this near range because it is oftentines hard
to find the boomor even a red balloon dependi ng
upon where we are.

But again, what we're really trying to
show is that there are sone seasonal views, but |
t hi nk the characteristics in this area are such
that they are fairly well screened even with the
deci duous trees there today. | think what's
conplicated this, and maybe nade it a little bit
hard to follow, is that we did have the boom 40
feet taller than what the ultimte tower is
proposed at and what the sinulation shows. So it
can be a little bit confusing when you try and

conpare the two shots.
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MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you for that. |
do see 12. And | was |ooking at 22, | just
couldn't see that one either.

THE W TNESS (Gaudet): Yeah, 22, this
one was one where the crane boom sticks out a
little bit nmore. Again, if you' re glancing past
It, it appears alnost |like a tree branch. But
again, as you | ook, you can see the dark outline
of the proposed antenna array.

MR MORI SSETTE: Yes. Thank you. | do
see it now. Ckay. Geat. Thank you. | just
wanted to go quickly to Question 33 having to do
wth noise. And the table, it shows the property
line and then the conbi ned dBa. What is neant by
t he conbined dBa, is that a cunul ative effect of,
for instance, the battery cabinet and the
equi pnent cabi net w thout the generator or could
you explain that for nme?

THE W TNESS (Bhenbe): The conbi ned dBa
I's the conbination of all, including the
gener at or .

MR. MORI SSETTE: So on the second line
It says battery cabinet. So if it was the
conbi ned dBa, | would think that with the

generator on and conbined it would be sonewhere in
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the 51.6 dBa range.

THE W TNESS (Bhenbe): That's correct,
51. 6.

MR MORISSETTE: Wth the battery
cabi net ?

THE W TNESS (Bhenbe): Wth the battery
cabi net added to it.

MR. MORI SSETTE: So the 25.2 is
I ncorrect?

THE W TNESS (Bhenbe): The 25.2 is from
just the battery and the 25.2 again is for the
equi pnment cabi net.

MR. MORI SSETTE: (Okay. All right. |
t hi nk I understand now. So each one the dBa
limts are as identified for each of the pieces of
equi pnrent, and then the conbined of all three
pi eces of equi pnent is the 51.67

THE W TNESS (Bhenbe): That is correct.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Ckay, | understand
now. Thank you. | was a little confused by that.

|'"d like to go to page 9 of the
application. | was wondering, since we have a
Late-File for M. Hannon, | believe, on the tower
hei ghts, when you're putting the information on

the tower heights, if you could develop a table of
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all the existing facilities because it's in

par agraph form here on page 9, the existing
surrounding cell towers, if you could nake a table
out of that and then include the tower heights on
that sanme table. [|I'mgetting confused as to where
are all the facilities that are comunicating wth
this new facility. Wuld that be possi bl e?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): M. Morissette,
are you |l ooking for the height of Verizon's
antennas or the overall height of the towers?

MR MORI SSETTE: The question was from
M. Hannon. He was asking for specific tower
hei ghts of certain facilities. Wat |'m asking
for is, what 1'd like to see is a table of all the
exi sting surrounding cell sites that interact with
t he Woodbridge North 2 facility. So basically
t aki ng that paragraph and nmaking it into a table.
| think it would be helpful in identifying and
under st andi ng what other facilities are in the
ar ea.

THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): Ckay. W'l
t ake that back.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you. GCkay. |I'm
going to junp back to Question 11 having to do

wth the small cells. The response, the first
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sentence says, "It may be theoretically and
technically possible to install a | arge nunber of
small cells.”" What do you nean by "Il arge nunber,"
is it 5 50, 1007

THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): This is Zi ad
Chei ban. W have not done -- | nean, | don't have
an exact nunber, but it would probably be
sonewhere in the vicinity of 20, 30, sonething
| i ke that.

MR. MORISSETTE: So it would be a
significant nunmber, it's not in the small range?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): That is
correct.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you. There was
sone correspondence as to the 1990 Litchfield
Turnpi ke facility, and | didn't see it on your
site search. |I'msure you're going to get sone
guestions about that. But could you briefly
expl ai n whet her you | ooked at it, and if you have
or have not, what your high level view of it is?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): This is Ziad
Chei ban again. That facility is significantly
outside of our search ring. It is at |least two
mles away fromit. And, you know, we know t hat

it wouldn't cover the area of concern for us.
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MR. MORI SSETTE: Very good. Thank you.
Ckay. That concl udes ny cross-exam nation. W
wi Il now continue with cross-exam nation of the
appl i cant by Wodbri dge Newt on Nei ghbor hood
Envi ronnental Trust, Attorney Ai nsworth.

MR, Al NSWORTH: Thank you, M.

Chai r man.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you.

MR. AINSWORTH: So | guess |I'mgoing to
begin by going in reverse order. |I'mgoing to

start with the [ ast question. The answer about
1990 Litchfield Turnpi ke was that it would not
cover the area of concern. Wuld it cover any
portion of the area of concern?

THE W TNESS (Cheiban): 1'll need to
get back to you on that one to kind of neasure
| i ke how nuch it would cover, but it would not
cover -- it would barely cover any of the area
that we are trying to inprove.

MR. Al NSWORTH:  When you were nmaki ng
that assunption that it wouldn't -- that it's not
|ikely to cover any of the area of concern, what
hei ght were you assum ng that your antenna woul d
be at?

THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): That tower is,
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| think, 175 feet, and it has AT&T already on it
So I think, at best, we would have to assunme 120
feet or so.

MR AINSWORTH:. Ckay. |If | told you
that the tower is currently at 155 and AT&T
occupi es two spots or |ocations on that tower,
whi ch m ght theoretically be consolidated, if yo
were to take a 145 slot, are you able to nodel

that to see what area it m ght cover?

u

MR BALDWN: Just before Zi ad answers,

| think | object to your specul ation that AT&T
m ght consolidate. There's no evidence in the
record to suggest that they would consoli date.
But | think what we can do, Attorney A nsworth,
offer to take a |l ook at that site and see what
hei ght was avail abl e and answer your first
guesti on which was how nuch of the coverage area
for the Whodbridge North 2 site would be
achi evable froma particular height at 1990
Litchfield Turnpi ke. Perhaps that's an
appropriate conprom se there.

MR Al NSWORTH: That m ght well be.
woul d al so perhaps go back to the Council and
suggest that optim zation would be within their

authority since tower sharing is part of their

S
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char ge.

MR BALDWN  Just sol'mclear, |'m
sorry, M. Morissette, just so Il'mclear, you are
i nplying that the Siting Council has the ability
to order AT&T to consolidate its antennas? [|'m
just trying to understand the question.

MR. Al NSWORTH: Yes, that the tower
could be optim zed to avoid additional new
facilities.

MR MORISSETTE: At this point let's
| ook at the information that's going to be filed
by the applicant. And it's yet to be determ ned
whet her we have the authority to do as has been
suggested, but we'll address that when we see the
I nfformation. Thank you.

MR Al NSWORTH:  Under st ood. Ckay.
When you nentioned the high concentration of W-Fi
extenders, or extenders, you noted that the area
had been the subject of a nunber of conplaints
frompeople on the roads and in the hones. How
many of each did you receive in terns of
conpl ai nt s?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): This is Ziad
Chei ban. | do not have a breakdown of the

conpl ai nt s.
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MR AINSWORTH: Do you have any sense
of the proportion of road conplaints versus hone
conpl ai nt s?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): | do not.

MR. Al NSWORTH:  So, if you're saying
t hat you had about 30 conplaints and so it was
about 30 extenders and you don't know the
percentage of ones generated on the road or froma
home, then how woul d you know what proportion of
t hose conplaints would result in an extender being
depl oyed?

THE W TNESS (Cheiban): This is a
guestion we can go back and try to cone up with
t he nunbers for.

MR Al NSWORTH: Thank you. That woul d
be helpful. In terns of the, did you neasure the
gap for 700 nmegahertz versus 850 negahertz
frequencies for Verizon, or should | say did you
nodel it?

THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): Yes, we did
nodel it, and those propagation plots were
subm tted.

MR. Al NSWORTH:  Ckay.

MR BALDWN:. Just to clarify, Attorney

Ainsworth, the gaps in service, where are you
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referring to in particular, are these the gaps
that remain with the 100 foot tower?

MR AINSWORTH: | was tal king about the
gaps that are being targeted for coverage by this
pr oposal .

MR BALDWN. OCkay. So it's existing
gaps as they are today?

MR. Al NSWORTH:  Correct, yes.

MR. BALDW N  Ckay.

MR AINSWORTH: And with regard to the
nunber of small cells that you projected m ght be
required to cover the target coverage area, your
answer was approximately 20 to 30 or in that
range. D d you do any nodeling to determ ne how
t hose woul d be distributed?

THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): This is Zi ad
Chei ban again. So the design of the small cells
has to depend on where we have existing poles, and
so we can work backwards from where we see a pole
that i s usable, is unencunbered by other
el ectrical equipnent, and work our way backwards
to what kind of design we can achieve.

MR Al NSWORTH: And are you aware that
there's a law that requires DOT to nake avail abl e

state road right of ways for snall cell
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depl oynent s?

MR BALDWN. Wile I'll object to the
guestion, |'mnot sure that M. Chei ban can answer
| egal questions related to what | aws nay exist.

MR. Al NSWORTH:  COkay. |Is the Verizon
team aware that it has the ability to | ocate on
state routes as a result of recent |egislation?

MR. BALDWN:. | think it's just a
different way of asking the sane question. Could
you identify the particular piece of |egislation
you' re speaki ng about ?

MR. AINSWORTH: | could, if | could
remenber from Docket 488 in which it was submtted
as an adm nistrative notice item But | wll
submt that later for the second hearing so that
we can discuss that at greater |ength.

Does Veri zon have the ability to | ocate
Its small cells within the nunicipal road right of
ways?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): This is Ziad
Chei ban. That woul d depend on the nunicipality,

I f they, you know, it's basically their decision.

MR. BALDWN. Can we go off the record,
pl ease?

MR. MORI SSETTE: Yes, please.
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(Of the record di scussion.)

MR AINSWORTH: | will say for the
record that it's highly unusual for soneone to go
off the record while a question is pending. It
sounds a |l ot |ike coaching.

MR BALDWN. [|I'mjust trying to nmake
sure we get an answer to your question, M.
Ainsworth. Go ahead.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Pl ease conti nue.

THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): So, |I'msorry,
Attorney Ainsworth, can you clarify your question?

MR. Al NSWORTH:  Yes. Does Verizon have
the ability to locate its small cell facilities or
its utility installations within nmunicipal road
ri ght of ways?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): So froma
techni cal standpoint, we can -- you're talking
about putting a new pole, say, a wood pole or a
steel pole within the nunicipal right of ways?

MR Al NSWORTH:.  Yes, correct.

THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): Yes, we do. |
mean, technically it is feasible. W'd need to go
in front of the Siting Council to get approval for
every one of those pol es.

MR. AINSWORTH:  And, in fact, Verizon
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has sought such approval on nmany occasions for
small cells before either PURA or the Siting
Council, correct?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): |'m not sure
|"'mthe right person to address |egal issues, but
new pol es are subject to Siting Council
jurisdiction. Existing utility poles are subject
t o PURA.

MR. Al NSWORTH: Okay. And so you are
before the Siting Council, you could seek approval
for an array of small cells all at once so it

woul dn't require a series of applications,

correct?

THE WTNESS (Cheiban): [|'Il defer to
our attorney.

MR. BALDWN:. |'mnot sure that M.

Chei ban i s capabl e of answering that question
about how he woul d proceed through a Siting
Counci | application, nor aml, necessarily, do |
understand why it's rel evant.

MR Al NSWORTH:  Just for rel evancy
purposes, it's just a matter of indicating that
It's easier than that m ght be suggested by the
answer that it mght require a series of

applications as opposed to a single one.
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MR. MORI SSETTE: Pl ease conti nue.

MR AINSWORTH. | will. Thank you.

One of the limtations that you cited in snmall
cells for utility pole installations was that
there was a limtation on the nunber of frequency
depl oynents that you could put on, limted to two
di fferent frequency bands, but it would be
possible to locate on two different poles to all ow
for the other frequencies that you operate on,
correct?

THE W TNESS (Cheiban): This is Ziad
Chei ban again. Yes, that is correct. However, as
| mentioned earlier, there are very, very few
pol es that are not encunbered by el ectrical
equi pment in this area. So having to deploy on
even nore poles would increase the difficulty.

MR. Al NSWORTH: Okay. And did you do a
survey of the nunber of poles that are
unencunber ed?

THE WTNESS (Cheiban): | did do a
deskt op evaluation to | ook at avail abl e pol es.

MR Al NSWORTH:  And how many did you
find were so unencunber ed?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): | don't have an

exact nunber, but as | nentioned, there are very
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f ew.

MR AINSWORTH. Are you able to install
backup power on a snmall cell?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): United
|l lum nating poles, no, we are not.

MR. Al NSWORTH: And so that would
I ncl ude batteries and/ or propane, or nmaybe |
shoul d ask the question what is the limtation
with regard to United Illum nating pol es?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): This is Ziad
Chei ban again. The contract, the agreenent that
we have with United Illum nating precludes us from
depl oyi ng such equi pnent.

MR AINSWORTH: |Is it on safety grounds
or sonme ot her ground?

MR BALDWN. | object. M. Cheiban is
not soneone who could answer that question. |It's
a master |icense agreenent between Verizon and the
electric distribution conpany. As to why U has
| nposed restrictions, it's not sonething that we
can answer.

MR. Al NSWORTH:  Fair enough.

M. CGustafson nentioned that with regard to one of
the sites owned by the Regional Water Authority he

sald there was a conservati on easenent and there
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was a public water supply watershed. Have you
ever located a Verizon facility within a public
wat er supply wat ershed?

THE W TNESS (Gustafson): Dean
Qustafson. | have not been involved in a site
that's been constructed on a public water supply
wat er shed.

MR. AINSWORTH: And is there -- do you
know the reason why that's the case, is it just
happenst ance, or was there a particular technical
reason for that?

THE W TNESS (GQustafson): The projects
|' ve been involved in the past that have invol ved
wat er supply watershed areas, the water conpany or
the water authority involved did not agree to
terms with Verizon to allow for it to proceed.

MR. Al NSWORTH: And there was sone
testinony regarding |and trust properties having,
or nunicipal properties, it wasn't entirely clear,
t hat had conservation easenents. Did anyone
within the teamreviewthe terns of the
conservation easenents to determ ne the
limtations that those easenents inposed on the
property?

THE W TNESS (CGustafson): | was not
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provided with any docunentation fromthe town with
respect to the conservati on easenent restrictions.

MR AINSWORTH: So at this point you're
unawar e of whet her those conservation easenents
woul d be an inpedinent to the placenent of a
W reless tower?

THE W TNESS (CGustafson): That's
correct.

MR. Al NSWORTH:  And | was asking the
guestion earlier about the 20 to 30 small cells.
When you were estimating that rough nunber, were
you tal ki ng about covering the entire gap that
you're trying to cover with this tower or sone
portion of it?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): This is Zi ad
Cheiban. | was referring to providing simlar
coverage to what would be provided by the proposed
t owner.

MR. AINSWORTH:  So if you had anot her
facility which woul d cover a portion of the area
that you're targeting, it would require fewer
small cells, correct?

THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): | guess it
woul d depend on what the other facility covers.

MR AINSWORTH. Now, with regard to
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both the access drive to the facility wwthin the
host parcel and the |ocation of the tower on the
host parcel, both of those were chosen by the host
proprietor and not Verizon?

THE W TNESS (Parks): Could you repeat
t hat agai n?

MR. Al NSWORTH:  Yes. Ckay. The site
I s accessed by a drive off of the cul-de-sac on
Soundvi ew, but the property currently has an
existing driveway off of Newton Road. Wy was the
dri veway on Newton Road not chosen to access the
site?

THE W TNESS (Parks): This is where our
| andl ord directed us to. He wanted to | ease on
t hat portion.

MR. AINSWORTH: So, is it safe to
assune that Verizon had no technical reason for
choosi ng the Soundvi ew access as opposed to Newt on
Road?

THE W TNESS (Gaudet): Brian Gaudet
with All-Points. It's a nmuch shorter access drive
Wi th substantially I ess increase in grade from
Newt on Road up to the proposed facility. It is a
currently, | would say, relatively uninproved dirt

road. So | think there woul d be sone
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substantially nore upgrade needed fromt hat
portion considering the drainage and the grading
t here.

THE W TNESS (Libertine): This is MKke
Li bertine. [It's also a nuch shorter run for the
el ectrical and telco into that, nmuch | ess ground
di stur bance for goi ng underground.

MR. AINSWORTH: Is it possible to run
the electrical connections through one side and
t he vehi cul ar access through anot her?

THE W TNESS ( Li berti ne):

Theoretically, sure.

MR AINSWORTH: And with regard to the
| ocation of the tower within the parcel, you were
al so directed by the | andowner to that |ocation as
opposed to sonmewhere el se on the property,
correct?

THE W TNESS (Parks): Tim Parks from
Cellco. That is the agreed |location that worked
for both parties.

MR Al NSWORTH: Ckay. \Wen you say it

"worked for both parties," did the | andowner
provide you with other alternatives within the
site other than the one that was proposed?

THE W TNESS (Parks): Tim Parks from
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Cellco. Unfortunately, | -- can we go off the
record? This worked for both of us. [|'mnot sure
that we were actually given a second location to

| ook at.

MR BALDWN. ['Il just add, M.
Ainsworth, M. Parks was not involved during the
negoti ati ons of the agreenent with the property
owner. Perhaps we could ook into that a little
bit further and see if this was a, you know, if
there were other alternative |ocations on the
property that M. Parks is not aware of that m ght
answer your question nore precisely.

MR Al NSWORTH: Ckay. Were there any
limtations fromCellco' s perspective regarding
the site for locating the tower el sewhere, or
could this tower have gone pretty nmuch anywhere on
the site fromyour perspective?

THE W TNESS (Cheiban): This is Ziad
Chei ban with Verizon. The property owners own
several parcels in this area. The terrain kind of
sl opes down fromwhere we are currently | ocat ed.
Soif we were to nove it to different parcels, we
would need to build a taller tower to conpensate
for the loss in terrain elevation. | was also at

a site walk with the property owner, and he didn't
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want us to | ocate on other parcels. |In addition,
and | think Brian or M ke can speak to this in
nore detail, it would require a lot nore tree
clearing to | ocate sonewhere el se than where we
currently are proposing.

THE W TNESS (Gaudet): This is Brian
Gaudet with All-Points. Froma standpoi nt of
visible screening that's existing there today,
"1l point you to the aerial in the renote field
review, the photo log. To the east towards New on
Road there is existing trees that screen this.
This area is essentially cut back into that
southern treeline. | wll then also point you to
photo 6. The property owner still uses this |and.
| can't speak for what farm ng purposes, whether
It be personal planting, maybe he's grown sone
fruits and vegetables. But photo 6 you can see
south of the access drive, or sorry, east of the
access drive towards the residence and the
out buildings he is currently using that area for
his own farm ng purposes. And | believe
historically this was an apple farm

MR AINSWORTH:. Ckay. |Is it your
understanding that this is currently a farnf

THE W TNESS (Gaudet): Brian Gaudet.
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It is not ny understanding that it is currently a
farm Being on site and speaking with the
property owner who's been there for a nunber of
years, historically it was an apple farm |
believe, back in his famly when he was younger.
They have since halted the apple farm busi ness
that they had there, but it is very clearly still
used in sone capacity, | would assune, on a
personal level. | can't speak to whether the
property owner has a business running a farm off
of that property.

MR Al NSWORTH: Are you aware of what
the zoning is for that parcel?

THE W TNESS (Gaudet): Brian Gaudet.
Yes, it's residential zone A | believe.

MR, Al NSWORTH. And are you aware that
the zoni ng was changed fromagriculture to
residential by the owner?

THE WTNESS (Gaudet): | am not aware
of that. | don't believe that would preclude an
I ndi vi dual from doi ng sone planting of their own.
| have a small vegetable garden in ny backyard in
a residential nei ghborhood as well.

MR, AINSWORTH: That's perfectly fine,

|"msure. You're also not siting a cell tower
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cl ose to your neighbors.

Wth regard to the Meetinghouse Lane
tower, did you do any coverage nodeling for that
| ocati on?

THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): Specifically
whi ch Meeti nghouse Lane property? There are
several .

MR. Al NSWORTH: The one next to the
police station.

THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): The existing
t ower ?

MR, Al NSWORTH:  Yes.

THE W TNESS (Cheiban): | don't believe
| have nodeled it.

MR Al NSWORTH: Were you requested to,
or was that suggested by the town during the
course of the town consultation?

THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): They suggest ed
raw | and built on the Meetinghouse | ane property
but not the existing tower.

MR. Al NSWORTH: There was sone nention
earlier about, or there was sone questions by M.
Mori ssette regardi ng the possible co-location of
other carriers on this tower. How many carriers

are currently operating in Connecticut doing
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wWireless facilities?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): This is Ziad
Chei ban. [|'Il take the question. There are
currently, we're down to three carriers.

MR. Al NSWORTH:  Ckay.

THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): Wth
potentially a fourth in the making, but currently
it's AT&T, T-Mbile and Veri zon.

MR. Al NSWORTH: Ckay. And so how many
carriers are interested in co-locating on this
particul ar tower since you've filed the
application?

THE W TNESS (Parks): This is Tim Parks
with Cellco. As of right now we don't have one.

MR AINSWORTH:. Wth regard to the one
particular small cell that you are currently
proposing to deploy, did you nodel the coverage
fromthat small cell?

THE W TNESS (Cheiban): This is Ziad
Chei ban. W don't have a location determ ned yet,
but when that does happen we w Il nodel it.

MR Al NSWORTH: Ckay. So did you nake
sone assunption about the footprint that you woul d
be able to achieve with that theoretical small

cell?
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THE W TNESS (Chei ban): That is
correct.

MR Al NSWORTH:  And were you naking an
assunption of which frequency band that it would

be transmtting?

THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): | have not nmade
a determ nation on that yet.

MR. Al NSWORTH: | guess then do you
have any -- how do you have a sense that that

proposed small cell would satisfy the needs that
you have to conplete the coverage that you're

| ooki ng for?

THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): | nean, we know
we have -- we know how | arge of a gap we have, and
we're basically trying to fill that gap.

MR AINSWORTH: |Is it that you haven't
been able to | ocate a pole that the host owner of
the pole finds acceptable, or have you just not
| ocated a pole that was free fromelectrical
encunbrances, or haven't you gotten to that |evel
of specificity?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): This is Ziad
Chei ban again. W follow the sane process as
usual. We issue the search ring and request from

our site acquisition teamto search for a pole, a
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suitable pole in the area.

MR. Al NSWORTH: Has that search been
initiated?

THE W TNESS ( Chei ban): It has.

MR Al NSWORTH. How | ong does it
typically take to | ocate a suitable pole?

THE W TNESS (Chei ban): It depends. |
don't know.

MR. Al NSWORTH: And pl ease forgive ne,
| ' m goi ng through ny notes. (Pause) That is all
| have at this tinme. Thank you, M. Chairman.

MR MORI SSETTE: Thank you, Attorney
Ai nswort h.

W will continue with cross-exam nation
of the applicant by the Town of Wodbri dge.

At t or ney Banonte.
MR. BAMONTE: Thank you, M.

Morissette. No questions fromthe town at this

tinme.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you, Attorney
Banonte. At this point, | think it's a good tine
to break for dinner, and we will return at 6:30

for the public comment session. And we w ||
comence at 6:30. Thank you, everyone. Have a

good di nner and we'll see everyone then. Thank
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you.

( Wher eupon,

the w tnesses were excused

and the hearing adjourned at 4:42 p.m)
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CERTI FI CATE FOR REMOTE HEARI NG

| hereby certify that the foregoing 105 pages
are a conpl ete and accurate conputer-aided
transcription of nmy original stenotype notes taken
of the REMOTE PUBLI C HEARI NG IN RE: DOCKET NO.
502, CELLCO PARTNERSHI P d/ b/a VERI ZON W RELESS
APPLI CATI ON FOR A CERTI FI CATE OF ENVI RONMENTAL
COVPATI BI LI TY AND PUBLI C NEED FOR THE
CONSTRUCTI ON, MAI NTENANCE, AND OPERATI ON OF A
TELECOVMUNI CATI ONS FACI LI TY LOCATED AT 118 NEWON
ROAD, WOODBRI DGE, CONNECTI CUT, which was hel d
before JOHN MORI SSETTE, PRESI DI NG OFFI CER, on July
13, 2021.

Lisa L. Warner, CSR 061

Court Reporter

BCT REP | NG LLC

55 VWH TI NG STREET, SU TE 1A
PLAI NVI LLE, CONNECTI CUT 06062
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 02              CONNECTICUT SITING COUNCIL

 03  

 04                    Docket No. 502

 05      Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless

 06    application for a Certificate of Environmental

 07        Compatibility and Public Need for the

 08    construction, maintenance, and operation of a

 09  telecommunications facility located at 118 Newton

 10            Road, Woodbridge, Connecticut.

 11  

 12  

 13              VIA ZOOM AND TELECONFERENCE

 14  
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 17  
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 23  
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 04        Department of Energy and Environmental

           Protection

 05  
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 08       ROBERT SILVESTRI

          DANIEL P. LYNCH, JR.

 09       LOUANNE COOLEY
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 11       MELANIE BACHMAN, ESQ.

           Executive Director and
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           Siting Analyst

 14  

          LISA FONTAINE

 15        Fiscal Administrative Officer

 16  

          For Applicant, Cellco Partnership d/b/a

 17       Verizon Wireless:

               ROBINSON & COLE LLP

 18            280 Trumbull Street

               Hartford, Connecticut  06103-3597

 19                 BY:  KENNETH C. BALDWIN, ESQ.

 20  

          For CEPA Intervenor, Woodbridge Newton

 21            Neighborhood Environmental Trust

               (WNNET):

 22            LAW OFFICE OF KEITH R. AINSWORTH, ESQ.

               51 Elm Street, Suite 201

 23            New Haven, Connecticut  06105-2049

                    BY:  KEITH R. AINSWORTH, ESQ.

 24  

 25  
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 01  A p p e a r a n c e s:  (Cont'd)

 02  

          For Party, Town of Woodbridge:

 03            BERCHEM MOSES PC

               1221 Post Road East

 04            Westport, Connecticut  06880

                    BY:  NICHOLAS R. BAMONTE, ESQ.

 05  

 06  

 07  

 08       Also present:  Aaron Demarest, Zoom co-host

 09  

 10  

 11  **All participants were present via remote access.

 12  

 13  

 14  

 15  

 16  

 17  

 18  

 19  

 20  

 21  

 22  

 23  

 24  

 25  
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 01             MR. MORISSETTE:  This remote public

 02  hearing is called to order this Tuesday, July 13,

 03  2021, at 2 p.m.  My name is John Morissette,

 04  member and presiding officer of the Connecticut

 05  Siting Council.  Other members of the Council are

 06  Robert Hannon, designee for Commissioner Katie

 07  Dykes of the Department of Energy and

 08  Environmental Protection; Quat Nguyen, designee

 09  for Chairman Marissa Paslick Gillett of the Public

 10  Utilities Regulatory Authority; Robert Silvestri;

 11  Louanne Cooley; and Daniel P. Lynch, Jr.

 12             Members of the staff are Executive

 13  Director and Staff Attorney Melanie Bachman;

 14  Robert Mercier, siting analyst; and Lisa Fontaine,

 15  fiscal administrative officer.

 16             As everyone is aware, there is

 17  currently a statewide effort to prevent the spread

 18  of the Coronavirus.  This is why the Council is

 19  holding this remote public hearing, and we ask for

 20  your patience.  If you haven't done so already, I

 21  ask that everyone please mute their computer audio

 22  and their telephones now.

 23             This hearing is held pursuant to the

 24  provisions of Title 16 of the Connecticut General

 25  Statutes and the Uniform Administrative Procedure

�0005

 01  Act upon an application from Cellco Partnership

 02  doing business as Verizon Wireless for a

 03  Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and

 04  Public Need for the construction, maintenance and

 05  operation of a telecommunications facility located

 06  at 118 Newton Road, Woodbridge, Connecticut.  This

 07  application was received by the Council on May 13,

 08  2021.

 09             The Council's legal notice of the date

 10  and time of this remote public hearing was

 11  published in The New Haven Register on June 10,

 12  2021.  Upon this Council's request, the applicant

 13  installed a sign in the vicinity of the proposed

 14  site so as to inform the public of the name of the

 15  applicant, the type of the facility, the remote

 16  public hearing date, and contact information for

 17  the Council, including the website and phone

 18  number.

 19             As a reminder to all, off-the-record

 20  communication with a member of the Council or a

 21  member of the Council staff upon the merits of

 22  this application is prohibited by law.

 23             The parties and intervenors to this

 24  proceeding are as follows:  The applicant, Cellco

 25  Partnership doing business as Verizon Wireless,

�0006

 01  its representative Kenneth C. Baldwin, Esq. of

 02  Robinson & Cole LLP.

 03             The intervenor, CEPA intervenor,

 04  Woodbridge Newton Neighborhood Environmental

 05  Trust, WNNET for an abbreviation, represented by

 06  Keith R. Ainsworth, Esq. of the Law Office of

 07  Keith R. Ainsworth, Esq.

 08             And the party to the proceedings is the

 09  Town of Woodbridge represented by Ira W. Bloom,

 10  Esq. of Berchem Moses PC.

 11             We will proceed in accordance with the

 12  prepared agenda, a copy of which is available on

 13  the Council's Docket No. 502 webpage, along with

 14  the record of this matter, the public hearing

 15  notice, instructions for public access to this

 16  remote public hearing, and the Citizens Guide to

 17  Siting Council Procedures.  Interested persons may

 18  join any session of this session to listen, but no

 19  public comments will be received during the 2 p.m.

 20  evidentiary session.

 21             At the end of the evidentiary session

 22  we will recess until 6:30 p.m. for a public

 23  comment session.  Please be advised that any

 24  person may be removed from the remote evidentiary

 25  session or the public comment session at the

�0007

 01  discretion of the Council.

 02             The 6:30 p.m. public comment session is

 03  reserved for the public to make brief statements

 04  into the record.  I wish to note that the

 05  applicant, parties and intervenors, including

 06  their representatives, witnesses and members, are

 07  not allowed to participate in the public comment

 08  session.  I also wish to note for those who are

 09  listening and for the benefit of your friends and

 10  neighbors who are unable to join us for this

 11  remote public comment session that you or they may

 12  send written statements to the Council within 30

 13  days of the date hereof either by mail or email,

 14  and such written statements will be given the same

 15  weight as if spoken during the remote public

 16  comment session.

 17             A verbatim transcript of this remote

 18  public hearing will be posted on the Council's

 19  Docket No. 502 webpage and deposited with the

 20  Woodbridge Town Clerk's Office for the convenience

 21  of the public.

 22             Please be advised that the Council's

 23  project evaluation criteria under the statute does

 24  not include the consideration of property values.

 25             The Council will take a 10 to 15 minute
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 01  break at a convenient juncture around 3:30 p.m.

 02             We have two motions to take care of

 03  this afternoon.  The first, on June 22, 2021,

 04  Ochsner Place, LLC submitted a request for

 05  party/CEPA intervenor status.  Attorney Bachman

 06  may wish to comment.

 07             MS. BACHMAN:  Thank you, Mr.

 08  Morissette.  As you mentioned, on June 22nd an

 09  abutting property owner, Ochsner Place, LLC,

 10  requested party and CEPA intervenor status.  Staff

 11  recommends approval of the request and grouping

 12  Ochsner Place with WNNET under General Statute,

 13  Section 16-50-n(c) on the basis that they have the

 14  same interests and WNNET's responses to the

 15  Council's interrogatories include nine attached

 16  photographs that was taken by the owners of

 17  Ochsner Place, Mark and Michele Greengarden,

 18  residing at 15 Soundview Drive, which is the

 19  Ochsner Place address, and they are listed on the

 20  hearing program for this afternoon under WNNET

 21  Exhibit 2 and their photos A, B, D and F through K

 22  on the hearing program.

 23             Now, as grouped parties they maintain

 24  separate counsel, witnesses, party intervenor

 25  designations and of course appeal rights, but they
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 01  would cross-examine the other parties and

 02  intervenors and appear for cross-examination by

 03  other parties and intervenors together with the

 04  intent to pool resources.  And if any of the

 05  parties elect to not be a member of the group,

 06  they can submit written notice to the Council, but

 07  we ask that it be with a condition that the

 08  Greengarden photos that are attached to WNNET's

 09  interrogatory responses are attributed to the

 10  respective party witness before the continued

 11  evidentiary hearing session scheduled for August

 12  31st.  Thank you.

 13             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Attorney

 14  Bachman.

 15             Is there a motion?

 16             MR. SILVESTRI:  Mr. Morissette, Mr.

 17  Silvestri, I'll move to approve the request with

 18  the grouping, as noted.

 19             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Mr.

 20  Silvestri.

 21             Is there a second?

 22             MR. HANNON:  Hannon, second.

 23             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Mr. Hannon.

 24             Any discussion, Mr. Silvestri?

 25             MR. SILVESTRI:  No discussion.  Thank
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 01  you.

 02             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Mr.

 03  Hannon, any discussion?

 04             MR. HANNON:  I have no discussion.

 05  Thank you.

 06             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Mr.

 07  Nguyen, any discussion?

 08             MR. NGUYEN:  No discussion.  Thank you.

 09             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Mr. Lynch,

 10  any discussion?

 11             MR. LYNCH:  No discussion.

 12             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Ms.

 13  Cooley, any discussion?

 14             MS. COOLEY:  I have no discussion.

 15  Thank you.

 16             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  And I have

 17  no discussion as well.  We'll now move to the

 18  vote.

 19             Mr. Silvestri, how do you vote?

 20             MR. SILVESTRI:  Vote to approve.

 21             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Mr.

 22  Silvestri.

 23             Mr. Hannon, how do you vote?

 24             MR. HANNON:  Vote to approve.

 25             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Mr.
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 01  Nguyen, how do you vote?

 02             MR. NGUYEN:  Vote to approve.  Thank

 03  you.

 04             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Mr. Lynch?

 05             MR. LYNCH:  Vote approval.

 06             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Ms.

 07  Cooley?

 08             MS. COOLEY:  I vote to approve.  Thank

 09  you.

 10             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  And I also

 11  vote to approve.  We have a unanimous decision.

 12  Thank you.

 13             Motion number 2, on June 28, 2021,

 14  WNNET submitted a request for a hearing and site

 15  visit.  Attorney Bachman may wish to comment.

 16             MS. BACHMAN:  Thank you, Mr.

 17  Morissette.  On June 28, 2021, WNNET submitted a

 18  motion for an in-person hearing and site visit

 19  arguing that the emergency order, or Executive

 20  Order No. 7B issued by Governor Lamont allowing

 21  for state agencies to hold remote hearings,

 22  expired on June 30, 2021 and that a remote hearing

 23  does not meet the requirements under General

 24  Statute Section 16-50m, that a hearing be held at

 25  a location selected by the Council in the county
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 01  in which the proposed facility or any part thereof

 02  is to be located after 6:30 p.m. for the

 03  convenience of the public.

 04             The application was submitted to the

 05  Council on May 13, 2021 when Executive Order 7B

 06  was in effect.  Notice of the remote public

 07  hearing was issued on June 4th and published on

 08  June 10th prior to the June 30, 2021 expiration of

 09  Executive Order 7B.  Public Act 21-2 took effect

 10  on July 1st of 2021.  Section 149 permits remote

 11  hearings under the Freedom of Information Act and

 12  Uniform Administrative Procedure Act until April

 13  30th of 2022 with similar conditions as Executive

 14  Order 7B with regard to access to the meeting by

 15  the public, notification of the agenda, and the

 16  documents to be discussed.

 17             As established by the Connecticut

 18  Supreme Court, field reviews are not required by

 19  statute, nor are field reviews an integral part of

 20  the hearing process.  Council Interrogatory No. 37

 21  to the applicant requested documentation of a

 22  virtual field review, and a response has been

 23  submitted.  Therefore, staff recommends the motion

 24  be denied.  Thank you, Mr. Morissette.

 25             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Attorney
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 01  Bachman.  Is there a motion?

 02             MR. SILVESTRI:  Silvestri, Mr.

 03  Morissette, I'll move to deny.

 04             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Mr.

 05  Silvestri.  Is there a second?

 06             MR. HANNON:  Hannon, second.

 07             MR. MORISSETTE:  We have a motion and a

 08  second to deny the motion.  Is there any

 09  discussion?  Mr. Silvestri.

 10             MR. SILVESTRI:  No discussion, Mr.

 11  Morissette.  Thank you.

 12             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Any

 13  discussion, Mr. Hannon?

 14             MR. HANNON:  I have no discussion.

 15  Thank you.

 16             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Mr.

 17  Nguyen, any discussion?

 18             MR. NGUYEN:  No discussion.  Thank you.

 19             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Mr. Lynch,

 20  any discussion?  Mr. Lynch, any discussion?

 21             MR. LYNCH:  As much as I feel

 22  compromised by the Zoom hearings, I have no

 23  discussion.

 24             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Mr. Lynch.

 25             Ms. Cooley, any discussion?
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 01             MS. COOLEY:  I have no discussion.

 02  Thank you.

 03             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  And I have

 04  no discussion.  We'll now move to the vote.

 05             Mr. Silvestri, how do you vote?

 06             MR. SILVESTRI:  Vote to approve the

 07  motion to deny.

 08             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Mr.

 09  Silvestri.

 10             Mr. Hannon, how do you vote?

 11             MR. HANNON:  Vote to approve the motion

 12  to deny.  Thank you.

 13             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Mr.

 14  Nguyen, how do you vote?

 15             MR. NGUYEN:  Vote to approve motion to

 16  deny.  Thank you.

 17             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Mr. Lynch,

 18  how do you vote?

 19             MR. LYNCH:  I vote to approve the

 20  denial.

 21             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Ms.

 22  Cooley, how do you vote?

 23             MS. COOLEY:  I vote to approve.  Thank

 24  you.

 25             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, the motion
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 01  to approve the denial.  I also vote to approve the

 02  motion for denial.  The motion is approved

 03  unanimously.  Thank you.

 04             We will now move on to administrative

 05  notices taken by the Council.  I wish to call your

 06  attention to those items shown on the hearing

 07  program marked as Roman Numeral I-C, Items 1

 08  through 80 that the Council has administratively

 09  noticed.  Does any party or intervenor have an

 10  objection to the items the Council has

 11  administratively noticed?

 12             Attorney Baldwin?

 13             MR. BALDWIN:  No objection, Mr.

 14  Morissette.

 15             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Attorney

 16  Baldwin.

 17             Attorney Ainsworth?

 18             MR. AINSWORTH:  No objection, sir.

 19             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Attorney

 20  Bloom?

 21             MR. BAMONTE:  Actually, Attorney

 22  Bamonte sitting in for Attorney Bloom today.  But

 23  no objection on behalf of the town.

 24             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Attorney

 25  Bamonte.
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 01             Attorney Green and Attorney Laske?

 02             (No response.)

 03             MR. MORISSETTE:  Attorney Green and

 04  Attorney Laske?

 05             MARK GREENGARDEN:  Unfortunately --

 06             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Go ahead.

 07  I'm sorry, someone was speaking?

 08             MR. GREENGARDEN:  Unfortunately,

 09  Attorney Green and Attorney Laske were unavailable

 10  for today's hearing.

 11             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you for that

 12  information.  I very much appreciate that.  Okay.

 13  We'll move on accordingly.  The Council hereby

 14  administratively notices these items.

 15             (Council's Administrative Notice Items

 16  I-C-1 through I-C-80:  Received in evidence.)

 17             MR. MORISSETTE:  We'll now move to the

 18  appearance by the applicant.  Will the applicant

 19  present its witness panel for purposes of taking

 20  the oath.  Attorney Bachman will administer the

 21  oath.

 22             MR. BALDWIN:  Thank you, Mr.

 23  Morissette.  On behalf of the applicant, my name

 24  is Kenneth Baldwin with Robinson & Cole.  The

 25  applicant's witness panel consists of five members
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 01  who are here in my office in Hartford as well as

 02  one joining us via Zoom.  They include Tim Parks.

 03  Tim is a real estate and regulatory specialist

 04  with Verizon Wireless.  Seated next to Tim is Ziad

 05  Cheiban, the radio frequency engineer with Verizon

 06  Wireless responsible for the Woodbridge North 2

 07  facility.  Next to Mr. Cheiban is Dean Gustafson.

 08  Mr. Gustafson is a senior wetland scientist and

 09  professional soil scientist with All-Points

 10  Technology Corporation.  Next is Brian Gaudet, a

 11  project manager with All-Points Technology.  And

 12  at the end of the table is Mike Libertine, LEP and

 13  director of siting and permitting with All-Points

 14  Technology.  On the Zoom is Sylvester Bhembe the

 15  project manager with Hudson Design Group, the

 16  project engineers.  And I offer them to be sworn

 17  at this time.

 18             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Attorney

 19  Bachman, please administer the oath.

 20             MS. BACHMAN:  Thank you, Mr.

 21  Morissette.  Could the witnesses please raise

 22  their right hand.

 23  Z I A D   C H E I B A N,

 24  T I M O T H Y   P A R K S,

 25  S Y L V E S T E R   B H E M B E,
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 01  M I C H A E L   L I B E R T I N E,

 02  B R I A N   G A U D E T,

 03  D E A N   G U S T A F S O N,

 04       called as witnesses, being first duly sworn

 05       (remotely) by Attorney Bachman, were examined

 06       and testified on their oath as follows:

 07             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Attorney

 08  Bachman.

 09             Attorney Baldwin, please begin by

 10  verifying all the exhibits by the appropriate

 11  sworn witnesses.

 12             DIRECT EXAMINATION

 13             MR. BALDWIN:  Thank you, Mr.

 14  Morissette.  We have four exhibits listed in the

 15  hearing program and then two additions that were

 16  submitted to the Siting Council yesterday.  The

 17  exhibits under Roman II, Section B, include the

 18  application and all of its attachments, the bulk

 19  file exhibits which include the Verizon technical

 20  report as well as the Town of Woodbridge zoning

 21  regulations, Inland Wetland regulations and Plan

 22  of Conservation and Development; the applicant's

 23  affidavit of publication, dated May 24, 2021; the

 24  signed protective order for the lease information,

 25  dated June 3; the applicant's responses to the
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 01  Council's Interrogatories, Set One, dated June

 02  30th; the two new exhibits, we submitted a sign

 03  posting affidavit from Brian Gaudet, and then

 04  lastly, a revised viewshed map which is designed

 05  to replace the viewshed map contained in

 06  applicant's Exhibit 1, attachment 9.  And I

 07  actually had to resend that out to all the parties

 08  this morning because there was some corruption of

 09  certain data in the legend, so I did send out

 10  another PDF of that map this morning.

 11             So with that information I'll ask our

 12  witnesses, did you prepare or assist in the

 13  preparation of all of those exhibits listed in the

 14  hearing program under Roman II, subsection B,

 15  including the two additional exhibits, the sign

 16  posting affidavit and revised viewshed map, which

 17  we will qualify going forward as the applicant's

 18  exhibits?

 19             Mr. Parks.

 20             THE WITNESS (Parks):  Yes.

 21             MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Cheiban.

 22             THE WITNESS (Cheiban): Yes.

 23             MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Gustafson.

 24             THE WITNESS (Gustafson): Yes.

 25             MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Gaudet.

�0020

 01             THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  Yes.

 02             MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Libertine.

 03             THE WITNESS (Libertine): Yes.

 04             MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Bhembe.

 05             THE WITNESS (Bhembe):  Yes.

 06             MR. BALDWIN:  And do you have any

 07  corrections, modifications or clarifications you

 08  want to offer to any of those exhibits?

 09             Mr. Parks.

 10             THE WITNESS (Parks):  No.

 11             MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Cheiban.

 12             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  No.

 13             MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Gustafson.

 14             THE WITNESS (Gustafson): No.

 15             MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Gaudet.

 16             THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  Yes.  One

 17  correction, as Attorney Baldwin stated.  On page

 18  15, paragraph 2 of the application, it currently

 19  reads 47 acres of seasonal visibility which was a

 20  carryover from when it was 140 foot original tower

 21  height.  That should read 39 acres.  That has also

 22  been updated, as was referenced, attachment 9, the

 23  last page on the topographic viewshed has been

 24  revised and submitted as Exhibit 6.

 25             I also just want to point out a couple
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 01  clarifications on the photos under attachment 9

 02  for addresses.  Photo 15, there's a discrepancy

 03  between some mapping systems on the streets

 04  directly across from the host property that can be

 05  either Burnt Swamp Road or Prospect Road.  So that

 06  should be seen as Newton Road at Prospect Road,

 07  and again, it's directly across from 118.  Photo

 08  16 is directly in front of the property at 114

 09  Newton Road, and Photo 17 is also at the corner of

 10  Burnt Swamp and Newton, but that is the Burnt

 11  Swamp south of what could be described as Prospect

 12  and Burnt Swamp Road.

 13             MR. BALDWIN:  Thank you.  Mr.

 14  Libertine, any clarifications or modifications?

 15             THE WITNESS (Libertine):  I have none

 16  at this time.

 17             MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Bhembe, any

 18  clarifications or modifications?

 19             THE WITNESS (Bhembe):  No.

 20             MR. BALDWIN:  And with those

 21  modifications and clarifications, is the

 22  information contained in those exhibits true and

 23  accurate to the best of your knowledge?

 24             Mr. Parks.

 25             THE WITNESS (Parks): Yes.
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 01             MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Cheiban.

 02             THE WITNESS (Cheiban): Yes.

 03             MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Gustafson.

 04             THE WITNESS (Gustafson): Yes.

 05             MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Gaudet.

 06             THE WITNESS (Gaudet): Yes.

 07             MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Libertine.

 08             THE WITNESS (Libertine): Yes.

 09             MR. BALDWIN:  And Mr. Bhembe.

 10             THE WITNESS (Bhembe):  Yes.

 11             MR. BALDWIN:  And do you adopt the

 12  information contained in those exhibits as your

 13  testimony in this proceeding?

 14             Mr. Parks.

 15             THE WITNESS (Parks):  Yes.

 16             MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Cheiban.

 17             THE WITNESS (Cheiban): Yes.

 18             MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Gustafson.

 19             THE WITNESS (Gustafson): Yes.

 20             MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Gaudet.

 21             THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  Yes.

 22             MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Libertine.

 23             THE WITNESS (Libertine):  Yes.

 24             MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Bhembe.

 25             THE WITNESS (Bhembe):  Yes.
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 01             MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Morissette, we offer

 02  them as full exhibits.

 03             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Attorney

 04  Baldwin.

 05             Does any party or intervenor object to

 06  the admission of the applicant's exhibits?

 07  Attorney Ainsworth.

 08             MR. AINSWORTH:  No, sir.  Thank you.

 09             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Attorney

 10  Bamonte.

 11             MR. BAMONTE:  No objection.

 12             MR. MORISSETTE:  We will skip Attorney

 13  Green and Attorney Laske because they're not

 14  present.  The exhibits are hereby admitted.

 15             (Applicant's Exhibits II-B-1 through

 16  II-B-6:  Received in evidence - described in

 17  index.)

 18             MR. MORISSETTE:  We will now begin with

 19  cross-examination of the applicant by the Council,

 20  starting with Mr. Mercier and following with Mr.

 21  Silvestri.  Mr. Mercier.

 22             CROSS-EXAMINATION

 23             MR. MERCIER:  Thank you.  I'll begin by

 24  asking a few questions regarding the radio

 25  frequency modeling for the site, and I'll be
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 01  referring mostly to the responses to the Council

 02  Interrogatory Exhibit 4 that's near the back of

 03  that document.  There's a drive test plot.  I'll

 04  also be looking at the coverage plots in the

 05  application that's behind attachment 6, and there

 06  might be part of the text of the application

 07  itself I'll be referring to.

 08             Now, on page 7 of the application there

 09  was a statement that there was little to no

 10  wireless service for the 1900 hundred megahertz

 11  and 2100 megahertz frequencies, but it didn't

 12  reference any other frequencies.  So I'm

 13  wondering, are those two frequencies, that is the

 14  1900 and 2100 megahertz, are those the only

 15  concern for this site?

 16             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  No, the concern

 17  is for all our frequencies.  700 megahertz is our

 18  frequency that propagates the farthest and we

 19  consider our coverage layer, and even at that

 20  frequency we have very poor coverage in that area

 21  in the northeast portion of Woodbridge around

 22  where the State Highway 67 and State Highway 63

 23  and the vicinity around there.

 24             MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  Yes, referring to

 25  the coverage plots for the 700 for the existing,
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 01  you see the site in the middle of a yellow and

 02  pretty much green area.  Can you just tell me what

 03  level of service you have right now for the yellow

 04  zone and how does that impact your wireless

 05  service to customers?

 06             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Yes.  So yellow

 07  is what we would consider where it can get outdoor

 08  coverage, so if you're not inside a car.  And

 09  green would be vehicular levels.  So basically if

 10  somebody is driving along these roads in a

 11  vehicle, they would be able to get service.

 12             MR. MORISSETTE:  If I could interrupt

 13  for a moment?  If you could just state your names

 14  before testifying, that would be helpful.

 15             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Okay.  So this

 16  is Ziad Cheiban, the RF engineer with Verizon.  We

 17  also submitted what we call a drive test of our

 18  existing system for that area, and that's

 19  basically a test done with a phone inside a

 20  vehicle, and that was submitted as part of Exhibit

 21  4, I believe, in response to the interrogatory.

 22  And that shows that we have marginal to no

 23  coverage along State Highway 67 and State Highway

 24  63.

 25             MR. MERCIER:  Referring to the drive
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 01  test, was that conducted at the 700 megahertz

 02  frequency?

 03             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  So that, what

 04  it's showing is the 700 megahertz, but it's

 05  basically, it will typically show whatever the

 06  best frequency that the phone could use, and in

 07  that case it is the 700, but even that one is poor

 08  to nonexistent.

 09             MR. MERCIER:  Do you know the date when

 10  this drive test was conducted?

 11             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  I do not have

 12  that in front of me.  We can look that up and

 13  answer afterwards.

 14             MR. MERCIER:  Now, looking at this

 15  drive test, it really focuses on the Route 67 and

 16  63 area.  Now, is that the primary concern for

 17  this site?

 18             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  I mean, that is

 19  definitely one of the primary concerns, but also

 20  the, you know, the side streets and the

 21  neighborhoods around there.  Actually, Newton Road

 22  is also on that drive test.  That also has very

 23  poor coverage.

 24             MR. MERCIER:  I'm sorry, what road was

 25  that?

�0027

 01             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Newton Road.

 02             MR. MERCIER:  Going through the

 03  application, there was a statement.  It was

 04  attachment 16.  It was like a slide show to the

 05  town, I believe, and one of the slides said, you

 06  know, one of the reasons you needed the site was

 07  it was an area with high concentration of network

 08  extenders.  What do you mean by "network

 09  extenders"?

 10             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad

 11  Cheiban, RF engineer with Verizon.  So network

 12  extenders is a device that you can hook up to your

 13  internet that provides -- it's basically finding a

 14  cell site that can cover your home or a portion of

 15  your home.  And these are typically provided to

 16  customers that complain about having no coverage

 17  inside their home.

 18             MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  Thank you.

 19  Looking through the coverage maps, I was looking

 20  at the 1900 megahertz and the 850 megahertz

 21  existing service, and it showed that some of these

 22  sites to the southeast did not have any type of

 23  service in that frequency; is that correct?

 24             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Ziad Cheiban,

 25  RF engineer.  Yes, that is correct.  We are in the
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 01  process of augmenting our existing cell sites with

 02  additional frequencies, and at this time these

 03  have not been completed yet.

 04             MR. MERCIER:  And what would be the

 05  purpose of adding these different frequencies to

 06  existing and also this proposed site?

 07             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  The main

 08  purpose would be to increase the capacity.  We

 09  also use -- so we are reusing our 850 megahertz

 10  which used to be, this was for our 3G network.  We

 11  are using it now to deploy our newer 5G network.

 12             MR. MERCIER:  Thank you.  And just to

 13  go back to the, you had the yellow and the green

 14  you discussed, one was outdoor, the green was for

 15  vehicle.  So the purpose of this site, is the

 16  purpose to get in-building coverage as much as you

 17  can?

 18             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Ziad Cheiban

 19  again.  Yes, that would be desirable.  I mean,

 20  there are multiple objectives.  I mean, one of the

 21  key objectives is the highways, but also getting

 22  coverage inside some of those neighborhoods is

 23  desired.

 24             MR. MERCIER:  Back to attachment 16,

 25  that was the town's slide show.  There was a drive
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 01  test in there, but it looks slightly different

 02  than the one that was submitted with the Council

 03  interrogatory responses.  Was there an earlier

 04  drive test or a later drive test or a different

 05  drive test conducted?

 06             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad

 07  Cheiban.  I just need a minute to look that up.

 08  Just hang on one second.  (Pause)  Yeah, I believe

 09  that was done at a different time but it shows

 10  similar results, you know, roughly speaking, to

 11  the other one.

 12             MR. MERCIER:  Thank you.  I have a

 13  reference in the technical report, but I also

 14  believe it's in the site search summary, there was

 15  a search area map that had a search ring dated May

 16  2014, and there was a followup by March 2016.  So

 17  I'm just trying to determine why the search ring

 18  was shifted to the south.  I'm not sure if you're

 19  the individual I should be asking that question

 20  to.

 21             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Yes.  This is

 22  Ziad Cheiban again.  So this search ring has been

 23  worked on since 2015 -- or maybe 2014, sorry.  So

 24  initially we were trying to find something in the

 25  area of concern near the intersection of State
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 01  Highway 67 and State Highway 63.  We were

 02  unsuccessful, and so we shifted the search ring to

 03  the south to increase the likelihood of finding

 04  something.

 05             MR. MERCIER:  So the initial goal was

 06  to put something up at that intersection, if I

 07  heard you correctly, but if you don't find any

 08  suitable properties then you just move the search

 09  ring to find something that might be good but not

 10  the best.  Is that the way to put it?

 11             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Yeah, this is

 12  Ziad Cheiban.  That, I think, would be an accurate

 13  statement.

 14             MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  Looking at the

 15  coverage maps again, you know, with the proposed

 16  site there will still be some deficiency along,

 17  coverage deficiency along Route 67 to the north at

 18  700 megahertz.  And according to the application,

 19  Cellco intends to install a small cell up in that

 20  area.  Do you know, if this site was approved and

 21  constructed at 100 feet, what would be the

 22  deficiency on Route 67 in miles that would need to

 23  be covered, you know, what would be the deficient

 24  coverage remaining if you construct the tower as

 25  proposed?
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 01             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad

 02  Cheiban.  I don't have measurements of that

 03  deficiency, but, you know, just kind of eyeballing

 04  it, it looks around, a little bit less than a

 05  mile.

 06             MR. BALDWIN:  We can take that as a

 07  homework assignment, Mr. Morissette, and get you a

 08  more precise figure.

 09             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.

 10             MR. MERCIER:  I guess related to that

 11  is, would you attempt to leave the green areas out

 12  or maybe focus on one of the two yellow areas

 13  either to the northwest or southeast of kind of

 14  the green area, or is the intent of the small cell

 15  to cover the entire thing?

 16             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  I am sorry, can

 17  you repeat the question?

 18             MR. MERCIER:  If you do install a small

 19  cell in that area, is the intent to cover that

 20  entire area that's marked in yellow and green?

 21             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  The intent is

 22  to -- so this is Ziad Cheiban.  The intent is to

 23  cover the area in yellow.

 24             MR. MERCIER:  Would the intent also be

 25  to provide service to the, it looks like
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 01  residential streets to the southwest of Route 67

 02  that are also in yellow, or is it mainly focused

 03  on the road itself, Route 67, that is?

 04             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Ziad Cheiban.

 05  It will partially cover some of those

 06  neighborhoods but not entirely.

 07             MR. MERCIER:  Do you have a location

 08  picked out for a small cell?  I'm just wondering

 09  if it's a building or is it going to be a utility

 10  pole type installation.

 11             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad

 12  Cheiban again.  We are searching currently, I

 13  mean, we're searching, looking at utility poles,

 14  but we don't have a location finalized.

 15             MR. MERCIER:  When you do a utility

 16  pole installation, are the antennas just for 700

 17  megahertz or are other frequencies included?

 18             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad

 19  Cheiban.  There are limitations to how much

 20  equipment we can put on utility poles by the

 21  utility companies, and so we typically deploy two

 22  frequencies because that's the limit.  And so it's

 23  going to be either 700 and 850 or 1900 and 2100.

 24  And again, since we have not finalized the

 25  location, that has not been determined yet.
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 01             MR. MERCIER:  Yes, understood.  Thank

 02  you.  So when you install the two frequency type

 03  system, what would be the limitations for wireless

 04  service in those areas, if any?

 05             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  I mean, the

 06  limitation would -- I mean, in this case, because

 07  we're just using this to supplement the proposed

 08  site, it's not severe.  I mean, we can't deploy

 09  the full complement of frequencies that are owned

 10  by Verizon, but, you know, it would be good enough

 11  to provide service to the cars along that highway.

 12             MR. MERCIER:  For a utility mount small

 13  cell, I guess we'll just call it the typical one,

 14  anybody have any information as to what the cost

 15  of that is?  That includes, you know, going on the

 16  pole, installing all the equipment, and any other

 17  type of services or fees that go into constructing

 18  it.

 19             MR. BALDWIN:  I think we better take

 20  that as a homework assignment as well, Mr.

 21  Morissette.

 22             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Attorney

 23  Baldwin.

 24             MR. MERCIER:  In the interrogatories

 25  the Council requested several plots from some
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 01  different properties in the area that were

 02  rejected for a cell tower site and one of them --

 03  hold on for a second, please.  I'm going to have

 04  to refer to the actual plots.  They're in the back

 05  of the interrogatories if anybody is following

 06  along the website.  There is a location number 5

 07  that's called 46 Burnt Swamp Road.  It was a town

 08  owned parcel according to the site search summary.

 09  Did the town offer this property as a potential

 10  tower location?

 11             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad

 12  Cheiban.  Yes, that was a property that was

 13  suggested by the town.

 14             MR. MERCIER:  Did anyone visit the

 15  site, that location, the 46 Burnt Swamp Road

 16  location?

 17             MR. BALDWIN:  I'm sorry, Mr. Mercier,

 18  you got garbled there for a second.  Could you

 19  repeat that question?

 20             MR. MERCIER:  Yes.  For site location

 21  5, that was 46 Burnt Swamp Road, did anybody go

 22  out and examine the site from Cellco?

 23             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad

 24  Cheiban.  I don't think we visited that location.

 25             MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  Thank you.  I
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 01  guess I'm asking just because I'm looking at the

 02  coverage plots that were submitted from that

 03  location, you know, obviously it was a town

 04  suggested location.  I'm looking at the coverage

 05  plot at 700 megahertz, and it appears that it

 06  offers pretty much similar coverage to the

 07  proposed site where there would be a deficiency

 08  along Route 67 which would be the same, pretty

 09  much, as would be offered by the proposed site.

 10  Would you agree with that assessment that 46 Burnt

 11  Swamp Road offers pretty much similar coverage as

 12  the proposed site?

 13             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad

 14  Cheiban.  So there are two things to note.  First

 15  of all, so the property at 46 Burnt Swamp Road is

 16  90 feet lower in elevation than the proposed site

 17  at 118 Newton Road.  And this propagation plot was

 18  ran with the tower at 180 feet.  But to answer

 19  your question directly, it doesn't do quite as

 20  well as the proposed location even though it is a

 21  lot taller, but it does cover State Highway 63,

 22  you know, in a similar, to a similar extent.

 23             THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  Mr. Mercier,

 24  this is Dean Gustafson from All-Points.  Just to

 25  provide you some additional information on 46
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 01  Burnt Swamp Road, we were provided that property

 02  to look at a desktop level review.  We did assess

 03  it to determine what possible design constraints

 04  it could encumber.  The property is encumbered

 05  significantly by wetlands.  We did provide

 06  coordinates to the RF engineer of a possible

 07  location on that property, but I'd also point out

 08  that there is a conservation easement on that

 09  parcel and it's also located within a public water

 10  supply watershed.

 11             THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  Mr. Mercier,

 12  this is Brian Gaudet with All-Points.  Also

 13  looking at that proposed location, that parcel

 14  there, you're talking now 180 foot tower to obtain

 15  similar coverage in a similar setting in that

 16  there are residences essentially surrounding that

 17  parcel.  So I think from that standpoint as well

 18  it does not bode quite as well as the current

 19  proposed site.

 20             MR. MERCIER:  I was looking at some of

 21  the mapping.  I think on your visibility map there

 22  is some land trust property around there,

 23  according to your mapping, you modeled at 180.  So

 24  there was a conservation easement put on there so

 25  that would preclude development of the parcel, is
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 01  that correct, your understanding?

 02             THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  It's listed

 03  on the town's land trust website as having a

 04  conservation easement.  Sorry, Dean Gustafson from

 05  All-Points.  I'm not sure what restrictions for

 06  development are associated with that conservation

 07  easement.

 08             MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  I'm just

 09  interested because the town suggested it.  Thank

 10  you.  Moving on to site search, this is the

 11  application, attachment 8, there is a site search

 12  summary in there and description of sites.

 13  Looking at property number 7, did the Woodbridge

 14  Park Association offer this property for potential

 15  use?  That's the 7 Meeting House Lane property.

 16  It says the owner is Woodbridge Park Association.

 17             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This Ziad

 18  Cheiban.  I believe this one was suggested by the

 19  town.

 20             MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  Woodbridge Park

 21  Association, I'm not sure if that's a town entity

 22  or some other type of entity, however.

 23             THE WITNESS (Parks):  Tim Parks from

 24  Verizon.  We believe this is a town entity.

 25             MR. MERCIER:  Thank you.  Looking at
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 01  the site search map, I could see parcel 12, which

 02  is a pretty large parcel, and then to the

 03  southeast there's a parcel 2.  In between those

 04  two there appears to be some kind of vacant land.

 05  Was there any type of investigation in that

 06  particular area for a potential site?

 07             MR. BALDWIN:  Just to clarify, Mr.

 08  Mercier, you're looking at the area on that aerial

 09  photograph between the parcel labeled as number 12

 10  and the parcel labeled number 2?

 11             MR. MERCIER:  That's correct.  It looks

 12  like there's two roads that kind of dead end at

 13  some undeveloped land that are marked.  I can't

 14  read them right at this second.

 15             THE WITNESS (Libertine):  White Oak

 16  Lane.

 17             MR. MERCIER:  Yes, it's one of them.

 18  Yes.  Thank you.

 19             THE WITNESS (Parks):  This is Tim Parks

 20  from Verizon.  We did not physically look at the

 21  site.

 22             MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  For parcel 12

 23  that's a preserve that has conservation

 24  restriction; is that correct?

 25             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  That is
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 01  correct.  This is Ziad Cheiban.  Yes, it does have

 02  a conservation easement again from the

 03  Woodbridge Land Trust.

 04             MR. MERCIER:  Moving over to the right

 05  side of the diagram, there is the large Regional

 06  Water Authority parcels marked as number 4.  Was

 07  the Regional Water Authority receptive to

 08  potentially allowing you to construct a tower on

 09  their land?

 10             THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  Dean

 11  Gustafson from All-Points.  We did take a look at

 12  the Regional Water Company land to determine if

 13  there were any possible suitable locations for

 14  siting a cell tower.  We determined that all of

 15  that land is either class 1 or class 2 watershed

 16  land.  So, in accordance with Connecticut General

 17  Statutes 25-32, there are significant restrictions

 18  for doing any type of commercial development on

 19  water company land, and it has to, at a minimum,

 20  show that there's some, the action has some

 21  benefit to the watershed.  So it requires not only

 22  approval by the Regional Water Authority but also

 23  a permit from the Department of Public Health.

 24             I was privy to correspondence between

 25  the Regional Water Authority and one of Verizon's
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 01  site acquisition agents who had reached out, and

 02  the Regional Water Authority essentially responded

 03  saying they were concerned about the lack of

 04  access in proximity to wetlands on that property

 05  and stressed that the property is held for the

 06  protection of the public water supply.  They

 07  reiterated that it would require their approval to

 08  put forth a permit to the Department of Public

 09  Health, and indicated that it would be very

 10  unlikely that the Regional Water Authority would

 11  approve such a matter or the Department of Public

 12  Health would approve it.

 13             MR. MERCIER:  Thank you for that

 14  clarification.

 15             THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  You're

 16  welcome.

 17             MR. MERCIER:  In discussions with the

 18  town for potential alternative sites, was any

 19  mention of the Amity High School property, was

 20  that property brought up as a potential tower

 21  location?

 22             THE WITNESS (Parks):  This is Tim

 23  Parks.  No, it was not.

 24             MR. MERCIER:  I'm going to move on to

 25  Interrogatory 36.  It basically stated that, you
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 01  know, a tree tower could mitigate some of the

 02  views of the tower.

 03             THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  Sorry to

 04  interrupt you, Mr. Mercier.  This is Dean

 05  Gustafson from All-Points.  I just got some

 06  clarification on a question you had earlier about

 07  what appears to be undeveloped land between on the

 08  site location map properties number 2 and number

 09  12.  And there is some open space land there.  I

 10  believe it's owned by the Town of Woodbridge.  We

 11  did look at that area from a desktop analysis

 12  standpoint.  On the mapping it shows, you know,

 13  we're in proximity to White Oak Lane and Forest

 14  Glen Drive.  That area of open undeveloped land

 15  that's surrounded by residential, the development

 16  is just to the west of that.  There's also a

 17  street in between there called Orchard Street that

 18  appears to provide access to that property.

 19             I reviewed that and looked at the

 20  possible design constraints, topography and

 21  wetlands.  And the property is encumbered

 22  significantly by a variety of wetland and stream

 23  resources.  And with the access provided off of

 24  Orchard Street, I was unable to find any possible

 25  suitable location for a tower site on that parcel
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 01  without significant wetland and watercourse

 02  resource impacts.  So I just wanted to clarify

 03  that for you.  Thank you.

 04             MR. MERCIER:  Thank you.  Actually, I

 05  just picked up the revised viewshed map, and I

 06  just noticed that that was marked as blue.  It

 07  looks like an extension of the preserve.  That's

 08  how it's marked, however.  Yeah, I see that's

 09  municipal or some type of land trust property.

 10  Thank you.

 11             THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  Sorry for the

 12  interruption.

 13             MR. MERCIER:  So for a tree tower,

 14  would Cellco consider installing one at this site

 15  if it was approved?

 16             THE WITNESS (Parks):  This is Tim Parks

 17  from Cellco.  We would consider installing a

 18  monopine, if approved.

 19             MR. MERCIER:  For the site, the 100

 20  foot tower, do you know roughly what the cost

 21  difference is, you know, would there be a cost

 22  increase to install the tower; and if so, what's

 23  that based on, the foundation, the metal, or a

 24  combination of everything?

 25             THE WITNESS (Parks):  This is Tim Parks
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 01  from Cellco.  There would be a relatively

 02  significant increase in the cost of the

 03  installation of a monopine as compared to a

 04  monopole.  The exact number I can determine during

 05  our break.

 06             MR. MERCIER:  Thank you.  Now, when

 07  Cellco goes ahead and constructs tree towers in

 08  other areas, I'll just say New England or

 09  Connecticut or just the region, does Cellco use

 10  one vendor or are there multiple vendors for the

 11  tree tower design?

 12             THE WITNESS (Libertine):  This is Mike

 13  Libertine.  There have been in the past multiple

 14  vendors.  They have consolidated, and at this time

 15  I believe on the east coast you're limited to

 16  either one or two.

 17             MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  I guess my

 18  question has to do with, you know, given the new

 19  technology today and larger platforms and more

 20  equipment on the platforms, I just want to know,

 21  if anybody has seen the current design, if the

 22  branches would conceal the platforms and antennas

 23  within, you know, on the tree tower, would there

 24  be concealment?

 25             THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  This is Brian
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 01  Gaudet with All-Points.  So the monopine towers

 02  can be designed essentially to the request of the

 03  tower developer, landlords, any other party that

 04  has an interest in the design.  So they can be

 05  sort of that standard straight up and down every

 06  branch is the same width.  You can have them

 07  designed to bow out more at the bottom, have a

 08  conical top to make it appear a little bit more

 09  natural.  You can increase the branching in

 10  between, you know, the per foot branching.  So

 11  there's a lot of different things you can do to

 12  conceal each array appropriately.

 13             THE WITNESS (Libertine):  This is Mike

 14  Libertine.  Yeah, they're essentially custom to

 15  the design for that particular arrangement.  And

 16  as another carrier comes to use it, they would do

 17  a similar arrangement so that it would conceal the

 18  antennas and the appurtenances on the tower

 19  itself.

 20             THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  Brian Gaudet.

 21  Just to add to the design, some of the design

 22  features.  When you're looking to create sort of

 23  that more natural looking evergreen, you do have

 24  to add some additional height to the tower in the

 25  form of branching.  That can be anywhere between 5
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 01  to 15 feet depending on how wide the antenna array

 02  at the top is to make it look natural.

 03             MR. MERCIER:  Thank you.  I just want

 04  to ensure for a tree tower that the antennas are

 05  concealed within the branching.  So I assume --

 06  for a full platform how far out would these

 07  branches have to extend, anybody have any idea?

 08  Say if there was a platform put on a 100 foot

 09  height of this tower, you know, how far out would

 10  the antennas have to go to conceal them?

 11             THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  Brian Gaudet.

 12  You're talking 12 foot arrays is a pretty standard

 13  width.  So you'd be looking at anywhere between 13

 14  and 14 feet to really mask the antennas behind

 15  that outside branching.  (Pause)  So sorry, good

 16  point, 6 feet either side of the pole.  So you're

 17  looking 7 to 8 feet per branch out from the

 18  monopole center, so a total width of about 13, 14

 19  feet.

 20             MR. MERCIER:  Thank you.  If a tree

 21  tower was used, would painting the antennas help,

 22  help conceal them within the branch structure?

 23             THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  Brian Gaudet.

 24  There's painting that can be done.  There's also,

 25  they make some mesh socks that help blend it in,
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 01  sort of a greenish camouflage color.  So you can

 02  certainly hide them, whereas you've got sort of

 03  the beige or white face of the standard panel

 04  antennas which would stick out more in green

 05  branching.

 06             MR. MERCIER:  For the socks, the

 07  antenna socks I'll call them, you put them on top

 08  of the antennas, it looks like needles, are there

 09  any type of performance issues or maintenance

 10  issues with those socks, you have to take them off

 11  to fix antennas or anything of that nature?

 12             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad

 13  Cheiban.  Yeah, they probably would need to be

 14  taken off to, you know, do maintenance on the

 15  antennas.  I am not aware of any performance

 16  issues with them.

 17             MR. MERCIER:  Thank you.  For this

 18  particular tower, did the town express any

 19  interest in locating any emergency antennas on top

 20  of the tower?

 21             THE WITNESS (Parks):  This is Tim Parks

 22  with Cellco.  They have not.

 23             MR. MERCIER:  If an emergency provider

 24  wanted to go on the tower, I'm going to presume at

 25  the top, and they install whip antennas, if a tree
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 01  tower is used, how could the whip antennas be

 02  accommodated?

 03             THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  Brian Gaudet.

 04  Typically the whip antennas are installed on a

 05  much less substantial mount than what you would

 06  see for a low profile platform that the carriers

 07  use.  So I would assume that there would be enough

 08  space where they could mount it.  As far as

 09  screening goes from a visibility standpoint, as

 10  you mentioned, they're typically whip antennas,

 11  very thin profile.  It would be, I think, a little

 12  bit excessive to try and design the tree to screen

 13  a 15 foot whip antenna on top, but we found that

 14  the visibility of those whip antennas outside of a

 15  quarter mile is almost indiscernible to the naked

 16  eye.

 17             THE WITNESS (Libertine):  This is Mike

 18  Libertine.  I'd also add that there's no guarantee

 19  that they would want the top spot.  We've often

 20  seen those emergency providers, as long as there's

 21  no interference with the carriers, coming down a

 22  little bit lower and affixing and also be hidden

 23  within the branching itself.  So it really depends

 24  on their need.

 25             MR. MERCIER:  Thank you.  I just have a
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 01  couple questions about the site plans.  I think

 02  that's application attachment 1.  I'm just looking

 03  at site plan C-1.  I believe that's the abutter's

 04  plan.  It just kind of gives a general oversight

 05  of the site.  Again, this is plan C-1.  And I'm

 06  looking at the proposed lease area.  Why was this

 07  particular location chosen on the site parcel?

 08             THE WITNESS (Parks):  This is Tim Parks

 09  from Cellco.  This is where the landlord directed

 10  us for the tower location.

 11             MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  I wasn't sure if

 12  the landlord would be amenable to moving the tower

 13  location and compound slightly, I guess, north

 14  just so the height is equidistant from the north

 15  and south property lines.  I don't know if you had

 16  that discussion previously or is this the only

 17  location the landlord wanted.

 18             THE WITNESS (Parks):  This is Tim Parks

 19  from Cellco.  We could speak to the landlord on

 20  that.

 21             MR. MERCIER:  In looking at the plan, I

 22  just saw a note that there would be an 8 foot high

 23  chain link fence.  Any type of treatment plan for

 24  the fence or grass or any other type of visual

 25  mitigation?
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 01             MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Bhembe.

 02             THE WITNESS (Bhembe):  Currently the

 03  site itself doesn't have any screening, but

 04  screening can be added to it to be in the form of

 05  green slats if that is required.

 06             MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  So maybe even, is

 07  there any issue with putting up a decorative wood

 08  or a vinyl type fence instead of a chain link?

 09             THE WITNESS (Bhembe):  A wood fence can

 10  also be done.  There's no issue with that.

 11             MR. MERCIER:  And one other note I saw

 12  in the site plan, it showed a floodlight.  Can you

 13  just tell me how often it operates, is it on all

 14  night, or is it on certain times when a technician

 15  might come to the site when it's dark?

 16             THE WITNESS (Bhembe):  It's automated

 17  and it only functions only when the technician is

 18  on site on a timer.  So the technician will turn

 19  it on, and it will turn off at a specific time.

 20             MR. MERCIER:  Thank you.  That was my

 21  next question.  Thank you very much.  I have no

 22  other questions at this time.  Thank you.

 23             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Mr.

 24  Mercier.  We'll now continue with

 25  cross-examination by Mr. Silvestri followed by Mr.
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 01  Hannon.

 02             Mr. Silvestri.

 03             MR. SILVESTRI:  Thank you, Mr.

 04  Morissette.  And good afternoon all.  I have a

 05  couple follow-up questions to what Mr. Mercier had

 06  posed.  And I'd like to begin with the potential

 07  small cell in the area of Route 67.  Could you

 08  explain how a small cell coverage would actually

 09  work?

 10             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Mr. Silvestri,

 11  this is Ziad Cheiban.  Can you be more specific

 12  about what you're looking for?

 13             MR. SILVESTRI:  Well, you would install

 14  a small cell.  How is it connected to the system?

 15             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Okay.  This is

 16  Ziad Cheiban again.  So it is connected through

 17  fiber back to a hub location which has not been

 18  determined.  And it has equipment right on the

 19  utility pole that would have power and fiber

 20  connected to it and then connected to the antenna.

 21             MR. SILVESTRI:  So is it the fiber that

 22  drives the connection for coverage or is it the

 23  antennae?

 24             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  So the fiber

 25  provides what we call the backhaul that basically
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 01  connects back to, you know, the digital processing

 02  equipment on the pole itself, there will be a

 03  radio, and that radio is connected through copper

 04  cabling to the antennae, and that's what transmits

 05  the radio energy.

 06             MR. SILVESTRI:  Got you.  Okay.  And

 07  then it was mentioned earlier that for existing

 08  utility poles, if you were to put up a small cell,

 09  there would be a number of restrictions.  What

 10  about new poles, if you were to set a new pole,

 11  would you have the similar restrictions that you

 12  might have on a utility owned pole?

 13             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad

 14  Cheiban again.  So if we were to put a Verizon

 15  owned pole, assuming we can find a property owner

 16  that would allow us to do that, we would not have

 17  the same restrictions as we do when we use the

 18  poles that are owned by UI.

 19             MR. SILVESTRI:  Thank you.  One other

 20  followup right now with what Mr. Mercier had posed

 21  goes back to the monopine.  In looking at stealth

 22  designs, was a watch tower ever considered instead

 23  of a monopine or the regular monopole?

 24             THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  Brian Gaudet

 25  with All-Points.  This location, being fairly
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 01  wooded with really no substantial height in any

 02  buildings, a watch tower would look a little bit

 03  out of place here at 100 feet tall.  You're

 04  adding, the viewshed of a watch tower, you're

 05  talking at least 3 or 4 poles to support that.

 06  You're talking, the watch tower at the top of it,

 07  substantially wider than what you would see with a

 08  monopole.

 09             The monopine in this location, I'll

 10  point you to photo 1 in the photo simulations,

 11  aside from photo 1, photo 15 and photo 16, where

 12  you're going to see this tower, a monopine would

 13  blend in fairly well.  There's a significant

 14  amount of seasonal visibility.  Most of the

 15  visibility is within roughly .3 miles of the site.

 16  And there is some substantial screening with the

 17  exception of the cleared fields on the host

 18  property.  So a monopine would do some good

 19  screening to a number of locations where you would

 20  have these views, but again, photo 1 is such a

 21  stark contrast to what is there today that a

 22  monopine would really stick out to some of these

 23  immediate nearby abutting properties.

 24             MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  Thank you for

 25  your response.  One other followup I had to Mr.
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 01  Mercier.  When he was talking about the location

 02  of, or potential location of the tower on the

 03  property, you had mentioned that it would be a

 04  discussion with the landowner if it could shift

 05  one way or another.  As it's proposed right now,

 06  however, if I measured correctly, I believe that

 07  the proposed tower will be located about 64 feet

 08  from the western property line.  So the question I

 09  have for you, is there a hinge point that would

 10  keep the tower within the subject property in the

 11  event of a catastrophic failure?

 12             THE WITNESS (Parks):  This is Tim Parks

 13  from Cellco.  We can design it into the tower.

 14             MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  So there's a

 15  potential, should the project be approved, of

 16  possibly working with the landlord to shift the

 17  whole compound or looking at that hinge point,

 18  correct?

 19             THE WITNESS (Parks):  That is correct.

 20             MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  Thank you.  And

 21  if I have my notes correct, you're proposing a 30

 22  kilowatt generator, propane powered, with an

 23  approximately 500 gallon propane tank.  What's the

 24  run time that you anticipate?

 25             THE WITNESS (Parks):  This is Tim Parks
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 01  from Cellco.  Those vary depending on the location

 02  of the site.  Typically they can run for five to

 03  seven days on a full tank of fuel.

 04             MR. SILVESTRI:  And what provisions do

 05  you have for storm preparation, you know, based on

 06  what we just had with Elsa coming through, what do

 07  you do to prepare your sites to make sure we got

 08  coverage that would continue during such storms?

 09             THE WITNESS (Parks):  This is Tim Parks

 10  from Cellco.  We do top off all of our tanks for

 11  our sites, as many as we can.  We also ensure that

 12  the battery backup is available.

 13             MR. SILVESTRI:  And you would -- go

 14  ahead.

 15             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Sorry.  This is

 16  Ziad Cheiban.  I just wanted to add that we also

 17  have contractors, you know, we put them on standby

 18  to refuel the generators when there's a storm or

 19  other significant event.

 20             MR. SILVESTRI:  Understood.  Thank you.

 21  And the generator would be exercised once a week

 22  to make sure it's operational; is that correct?

 23             THE WITNESS (Parks):  That is correct,

 24  for about 10 to 15 minutes.

 25             MR. SILVESTRI:  Thank you.  Okay.  If I
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 01  can have you reference page 23 of the application.

 02  This is the application narrative.  And looking at

 03  that table, the total estimated cost is listed at

 04  425,000, but the items included in that estimate

 05  only total 245,000.  So, I'm looking to see what

 06  accounts for the $180,000 difference.

 07             MR. BALDWIN:  Clearly a typo in there

 08  somewhere, Mr. Silvestri.  And we'll investigate

 09  that and take that as a homework assignment, if we

 10  can.

 11             MR. SILVESTRI:  Yeah, if you could take

 12  that one along with the question Mr. Mercier had

 13  added about the additional cost on the monopine,

 14  that would be appreciated.

 15             MR. BALDWIN:  Yes.

 16             MR. SILVESTRI:  Thank you.  Now, I want

 17  to try to understand correctly.  There is a 250

 18  foot lattice tower that's on West Rock Ridge.  I

 19  believe the address is 1055 Wintergreen Avenue.

 20  There is a relatively new cell tower that's over

 21  on Woodin Street also in Hamden.  Could you

 22  explain what remains, what the interaction might

 23  be between those cell towers and what you're

 24  proposing on Newton Road?

 25             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad
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 01  Cheiban.  The tower on West Rock Ridge covers the

 02  southern portion of State Highway 63.  It really

 03  does not interact or overlap with the proposed

 04  facility very much.  The other tower that you

 05  mentioned does not cover this area at all.

 06             MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  But when you say

 07  "very much," there is some overlap with what

 08  you're proposing for the existing tower, correct?

 09             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  There is a very

 10  small amount of overlap.

 11             MR. SILVESTRI:  All right.  So related

 12  to that, is the 250 foot lattice tower on West

 13  Rock Ridge, is that still slated to go away?

 14             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad

 15  Cheiban.  So our sites, our equipment that is on

 16  that tower is slated to be decommissioned, but not

 17  the tower itself.

 18             MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  So I guess an

 19  obvious question I'm going to pose, why not keep

 20  your equipment on that lattice tower and try to

 21  hook up something along the lines of small cells

 22  to the area that you're looking to provide

 23  additional coverage?

 24             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad

 25  Cheiban again.  So we have -- there are several

�0057

 01  constraints or issues with small cells.  One of

 02  them is that we cannot put power back up on the

 03  poles owned by United Illuminating.  So in case of

 04  a storm, anything like that, we would lose

 05  service.  The other issue is they don't allow us

 06  to deploy all of the frequencies that we currently

 07  own because of the restrictions on the equipment

 08  that we can attach to these poles.  So these are

 09  general concerns.

 10             Now, specifically to this area we have

 11  looked and there aren't -- there are very few

 12  poles that are unencumbered by electrical

 13  equipment and that we can actually use.

 14  Specifically, I mean, we're not able to come up

 15  with a design that would cover this area.  In many

 16  places the trees are actually taller than the

 17  utility poles in this area of Woodbridge which

 18  would block, you know, some of the radio signal.

 19             MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  But if I'm

 20  hearing correctly, you're looking at existing

 21  utility poles at this point.  Again, I had posed

 22  the question, one, about new poles in relation to

 23  Route 67, but also what about buildings, there's a

 24  number of buildings within the area ranging from

 25  Blue Check Deli, which is up on 63, you have a
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 01  number of buildings, Solun Tapas over on Amity

 02  Road, Crest Lincoln Mercury, People's Bank, a

 03  number of other facilities that might be potential

 04  for putting on rooftop small cells.  Could you

 05  tell me about the potential to use those

 06  facilities?

 07             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad

 08  Cheiban.  I have not evaluated these buildings, so

 09  I cannot really answer that.

 10             MR. BALDWIN:  We can take a look at

 11  some of those buildings, Mr. Silvestri, between

 12  now and the next hearing and report back on what I

 13  believe to be your question related to small cell

 14  opportunities.

 15             MR. SILVESTRI:  Attorney Baldwin, I

 16  would appreciate that.  Again, the next series of

 17  questions I have for you are also looking at what

 18  we might have for alternatives.  And again, I

 19  don't know if what I just mentioned with West Rock

 20  Ridge small cells on existing buildings up and

 21  down Amity Road might do it, but you could provide

 22  that information.

 23             But the followup I have for you, going

 24  back to the site search summary, you have area 4

 25  that is the water company property there, and the
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 01  one I'm looking at, in particular, is right near

 02  Lake Dawson on Route 69.  I drive that from time

 03  to time.  I know there's a cell tower as I drive

 04  north.  It's on the left-hand side.  And I don't

 05  know if Verizon is on that cell tower, so let me

 06  ask you that first.  Is Verizon on that cell tower

 07  just south of area 4 on your site location map

 08  near Lake Dawson?

 09             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad

 10  Cheiban.  No, we are not currently on this tower.

 11             MR. SILVESTRI:  You're not on there,

 12  okay.  Because you investigated areas around that

 13  tower, is there a potential to locate your antenna

 14  on that tower to provide coverage in the areas

 15  that are needed?

 16             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad

 17  Cheiban.  That location is significantly lower in

 18  elevation than the area we're trying to cover, and

 19  it is also more than 2 miles away.  So it would

 20  not really provide the coverage that we need where

 21  we need it.

 22             MR. SILVESTRI:  I don't know the

 23  elevation of the existing cell tower, so that's a

 24  little bit difficult for me to put in perspective.

 25  But when you mentioned it's 2 miles away, why then
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 01  did you investigate all the areas for the Regional

 02  Water Company if the site I'm mentioning is

 03  located right near that, wouldn't areas 4 that you

 04  have on the site search be too far away based on

 05  what you just said?

 06             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad

 07  Cheiban.  Yes, we investigated them because they

 08  were suggested by the town.

 09             MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  But you really

 10  didn't go into -- or did you go into detail about

 11  trying to locate on that existing tower?

 12             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad

 13  Cheiban.  We did not -- I mean, we knew that that

 14  tower was too far.  Basically it covers more Route

 15  69, and it would not cover the Route 67 and 63

 16  which is where we needed the coverage.

 17             MR. SILVESTRI:  I hear what you're

 18  saying.  Again, I'm going to put it into the small

 19  cell context that I mentioned before that I don't

 20  know if there's a possibility of trying to

 21  relocate -- or locate on that existing tower and

 22  again looking at small cells somewhere along Route

 23  63 that might provide the same type of coverage

 24  that you're looking for.  So again, I'm still on

 25  the small cell thing as potential options, if you
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 01  will, rather than building a new cell tower.

 02             Let's see.  Mr. Morissette, looking at

 03  my notes, I believe I covered everything at this

 04  point that I wanted to.  So I think I'll stop

 05  there.  Thank you.

 06             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Mr.

 07  Silvestri.  We'll now move on to cross-examination

 08  by Mr. Hannon and followed by Mr. Nguyen.

 09             Mr. Hannon.

 10             MR. HANNON:  Thank you.  On page 9 of

 11  the application it talks about Woodbridge South,

 12  Woodbridge North, Woodbridge East, Westville West.

 13  What are the heights of those towers?

 14             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This Ziad

 15  Cheiban.  I think we're going to have to take that

 16  one as homework because I don't have that

 17  information in front of me.

 18             MR. HANNON:  Okay.  I was just curious.

 19  I guess this sort of follows up a little bit with

 20  what Mr. Mercier was asking and Mr. Silvestri.

 21  But you have a statement in here, "Cellco is aware

 22  of no viable and currently available alternatives

 23  to its system design for carriers licensed by the

 24  FCC."  This is on the bottom of page 11.  Can you

 25  please provide some fill-in material as to where
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 01  you come up with that statement?  I'm just looking

 02  for some supporting rationale behind that

 03  statement.

 04             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad

 05  Cheiban.  The statement is basically saying that

 06  there are no existing towers or existing small

 07  cells that would provide an alternative to what

 08  we're proposing, or existing buildings.

 09             MR. HANNON:  I didn't read that as a

 10  tower because it's talking about no viable and

 11  currently available alternatives, so I wasn't

 12  thinking about that as another tower.  So I

 13  apologize if I misconstrued that.

 14             On page 13 you talk a little bit about

 15  how the initial target height was 140 feet and

 16  then after talking to the town and some of the

 17  neighboring property owners you settled on a

 18  height of 100 feet.  What went into that decision

 19  to go from 140 down to 100, because it seems like

 20  if 140 was the height you were looking for,

 21  dropping it 40 feet could be pretty considerable

 22  in coverage.  So what were the trade-offs from

 23  going from 140 to 100?

 24             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad

 25  Cheiban.  So we are trying to compromise and
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 01  reduce -- the main idea was to try to reduce the

 02  visibility, and going from 140 to 100 reduces the

 03  visibility, and at the same time we added a

 04  proposed small cell along Route 63 to compensate

 05  for the weak coverage in that area.  I'm sorry, I

 06  think it's Route 67.

 07             MR. HANNON:  And that would be just one

 08  small cell or would it be more than one?

 09             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  We're currently

 10  proposing only one.

 11             MR. HANNON:  Okay.  The next comment I

 12  have, it's sort of a minor comment, but you state

 13  on page 7, the Environmental Assessment Statement

 14  under the Land, "No trees or ground vegetation

 15  will need to be cleared and only minimal grading."

 16  But I'm looking at map C-2.  And is it standard

 17  practice to keep trees in a compound that are

 18  going to be 10 feet away from the tower, because I

 19  don't remember any cell tower sites previously

 20  before that had the trees in the compound.

 21             THE WITNESS (Bhembe):  Sylvester here.

 22  The trees in the compound will be removed.  There

 23  are 6 inch diameter trees were actually marked and

 24  they will be removed.  And the limit --

 25             MR. HANNON:  That's kind of what I
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 01  thought.  But again, you've got a statement that

 02  no trees are going to be cut down on the site, so

 03  that may be something that needs to be fixed.

 04             I'm jumping to Tab 8.  I know we've

 05  talked about some of the sites that could have

 06  been looked at.  In particular, I'm interested in

 07  number 6, the town's public works garage.  I'm

 08  sure that you have read the prefile testimony from

 09  Mr. Feldman, and he's stating in his document that

 10  one alternative site that was offered to Verizon

 11  was at the town garage.  I'm assuming that the

 12  town public works garage, number 6, is the same

 13  thing that Mr. Feldman was referring to.

 14             But here's kind of where I'm going with

 15  this:  You say this parcel is 169 feet lower than

 16  the proposed site at 118 Newton Road.  So to me

 17  that's, what, roughly a 270 foot high tower.  So

 18  what are the differences in cost, visibility,

 19  things of that nature?  So it's probably a couple

 20  of folks making some comments on this.  I know

 21  Mr. Libertine usually deals a lot with some of the

 22  viewsheds and things of that nature.  But if you

 23  did go on that site, would the tower need to be

 24  about 270 feet to accomplish the same thing you're

 25  trying to do at 118 Newton Road?
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 01             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Ziad Cheiban.

 02  So I can address the RF propagation aspect.  So

 03  that location is not only lower, it's also farther

 04  away from the target area.  And I don't know that

 05  a 270 foot tower would even provide the coverage

 06  that we need.  But the other thing to note is that

 07  any time you go above 200 feet, the tower needs to

 08  be lit per FAA regulation.  It becomes very

 09  visible.  So it is not a good option, but I'll let

 10  the others speak to the visibility, high

 11  visibility aspects.

 12             THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  This is Brian

 13  Gaudet with All-Points.  So there's a couple

 14  factors with that Meetinghouse Lane location.

 15  There are -- well, it's not as populated from a

 16  residential standpoint.  There are a number of

 17  open fields down that way.  As you come in towards

 18  Meetinghouse Lane, it's much more level than some

 19  of the terrain farther up Newton Road.  At 270

 20  feet, as Ziad mentioned, you would need to light

 21  the tower, there's that factor going to it as

 22  well.  But 270 feet is going to stick out wherever

 23  you put it.

 24             I would like to point out too that

 25  Meetinghouse Lane has a couple properties, at
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 01  least one property that is registered on the

 02  National Register of Historic Places.  A 270 foot

 03  tower right in front of that building probably

 04  would not go over well with SHPO.  You're also

 05  now, you're shifting the visibility, and I think

 06  from a cost standpoint you now have to, you're

 07  spending an exponential amount of money on the

 08  electric to run those lights, the maintenance to

 09  replace those lights.  If the tower needs to be

 10  painted from an FAA perspective, there's the

 11  initial cost for that, plus the maintenance on

 12  that.  So from an operational standpoint, the cost

 13  goes up pretty significantly.

 14             MR. HANNON:  Again, there was a

 15  specific comment made, so I just wanted to get

 16  something on the record as to what the issue was

 17  for this particular site.  I don't believe I have

 18  anything else at this point in time, so thank you.

 19             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Mr. Hannon.

 20  I think it would be a perfect time to take a

 21  15-minute break.  We'll get back to the hearing at

 22  3:45.  At that time Mr. Nguyen will commence with

 23  his cross-examination.  Thank you.  We'll see you

 24  at 3:45.

 25             (Whereupon, a recess was taken from
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 01  3:30 p.m. until 3:45 p.m.)

 02             MR. MORISSETTE:  We'll now continue

 03  with cross-examination by Mr. Nguyen, followed by

 04  Mr. Lynch.  Thank you.

 05             Mr. Nguyen.

 06             MR. NGUYEN:  Thank you, Mr. Morissette.

 07  And good afternoon, everyone.  Let me start with

 08  attachment number 8, the site search summary.  I'm

 09  looking on page 3 and page 4, and I notice that

 10  there's about nine sites that were labeled -- were

 11  rejected by RF design engineers.  I suppose that

 12  would be you, Mr. Cheiban, and your group; is that

 13  correct?

 14             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Yes, that would

 15  be me.

 16             MR. NGUYEN:  Now, of all those sites

 17  that were rejected by you, would you physically

 18  visit those sites?

 19             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  No, I did not

 20  physically visit those sites.  I just evaluated

 21  them from the desktop.

 22             MR. NGUYEN:  So those sites were

 23  rejected by you and your group.  Is it you

 24  personally, or is it a group of engineers?

 25             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  It is me

�0068

 01  personally.

 02             MR. NGUYEN:  Now, to the extent that

 03  you were not physically at the site, so what are

 04  the parameters that lead you to reject those

 05  sites?

 06             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad

 07  Cheiban.  So I basically run a propagation map and

 08  compare to what our coverage objective is.

 09             MR. AINSWORTH:  Mr. Acting Chair, I

 10  notice I'm hearing whispering in the room, and

 11  it's not usually practice to coach witnesses.

 12             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Attorney

 13  Ainsworth.  Yes, if we could keep the whispering

 14  to a minimum, please.  If you need to go off the

 15  record, please say so.

 16             MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Morissette, it is not

 17  uncommon for attorneys to speak to their witnesses

 18  during cross-examination.  I'm not coaching our

 19  witnesses in any way.  They are very capable of

 20  answering these questions.  Thank you.

 21             MR. MORISSETTE:  Very good.  Thank you.

 22  Please continue.

 23             MR. NGUYEN:  Thank you.  In response to

 24  Question Number 17, I believe Verizon indicated

 25  that the proposed facility is capable of providing
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 01  5G wireless services; is that correct?

 02             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad

 03  Cheiban.  Yes, that is correct.

 04             MR. NGUYEN:  And does the company plan

 05  to provide the 5G in the future?

 06             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Yes, we are.

 07             MR. NGUYEN:  And I know there was a lot

 08  of, there was some discussions regarding the low

 09  band and midband frequencies that Mr. Mercier

 10  raised.  Now, what about the higher frequency, the

 11  28 and 39 gigahertz frequencies known as the

 12  millimeter-wave spectrum.  Does Verizon intend to

 13  utilize that frequency in the future?

 14             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad

 15  Cheiban.  We do not intend to use the 28 gigahertz

 16  or 39 gigahertz at this site in the foreseeable

 17  future.

 18             MR. NGUYEN:  I'm sorry, you do or you

 19  don't?

 20             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  We do not.

 21             MR. NGUYEN:  Could you please explain

 22  why.

 23             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Yes.  This is

 24  Ziad Cheiban.  So the 28 gigahertz and 39

 25  gigahertz have a very small coverage footprint,
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 01  and they are typically used in dense urban areas

 02  or urban areas, and in this specific location it

 03  would not make a lot of sense to deploy these.  We

 04  will, however, be deploying a newly acquired

 05  C-band which is around 3700 megahertz or 3.7

 06  gigahertz at this site, and that is also capable

 07  of 5G.

 08             MR. NGUYEN:  Now, with respect to the

 09  small cell application that was raised by Mr.

 10  Mercier and Mr. Silvestri regarding the small cell

 11  deployment, would those frequencies,

 12  millimeter-wave spectrum, would be more

 13  accommodated by the small cell applications?

 14             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad

 15  Cheiban again.  Again, I mean, due to the kind of,

 16  the environment that this site is, where this site

 17  is located, which is heavily wooded, the houses

 18  are far apart, the 28 gigahertz and 39 gigahertz

 19  would not, you know, it would be extremely

 20  difficult to get continuous coverage at those

 21  frequencies.  They work pretty well in more

 22  built-up areas where the residences or buildings

 23  are closer together, but in this environment here

 24  the houses are pretty far apart, and there is a

 25  lot of trees, it would simply not be able to -- I
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 01  mean, we would not get good coverage out of those

 02  frequencies even with small cell.

 03             MR. NGUYEN:  But you are comparing the

 04  limitation of propagation and line of sight, you

 05  are talking about the macro cell towers, or are

 06  you talking about the small cell applications?

 07             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  The way I

 08  understood the question, you were asking if we

 09  would deploy the millimeter-wave on the small

 10  cells in this Woodbridge area.

 11             MR. NGUYEN:  Yes.

 12             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  And so that was

 13  my answer is that in this kind of topography and

 14  this kind of morphology, is what we call it,

 15  where, you know, where the houses are so far apart

 16  and with all the trees, it wouldn't make sense to

 17  deploy millimeter-wave.  It would make a lot more

 18  sense to deploy the lower frequencies such as, you

 19  know, going from 700 all the way up to 3700

 20  megahertz.

 21             MR. NGUYEN:  And with respect to the

 22  commencement and completion dates, do you have the

 23  dates proposed for this tower construction?

 24             THE WITNESS (Parks):  This is Tim Parks

 25  from Cellco.  I don't think we do at this time.
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 01  It would likely be -- we would likely start

 02  construction not long after receiving full

 03  approval.

 04             MR. NGUYEN:  And do you have any idea

 05  when you start how long it would take to complete

 06  the project?

 07             THE WITNESS (Parks):  This is Tim Parks

 08  with Cellco.  A raw land monopole install would

 09  typically take anywhere between five and seven

 10  months to fully complete.

 11             MR. NGUYEN:  Okay.  Thank you very

 12  much.  That's all I have, Mr. Morissette.  Thank

 13  you.

 14             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Mr. Nguyen.

 15  I see that Mr. Lynch is no longer connected, so

 16  we'll move on to Ms. Cooley.

 17             Ms. Cooley, do you have any questions?

 18             MS. COOLEY:  Thank you.  Yes, I just

 19  have a few questions.  First of all, one of your

 20  rationales for this tower is that in this area you

 21  mentioned that you have many people requesting

 22  network extenders, you said a large number.  Can

 23  you tell me how many that is, what's a large

 24  number?

 25             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad
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 01  Cheiban.  I don't have the number of network

 02  extenders off the top of my head, but I know that

 03  we've tallied about more than 30 customer

 04  complaints in the last two to three years in this

 05  area, and typically those are customer complaints,

 06  you know, about coverage in their home or on the

 07  roads in the area.  So I would say roughly about

 08  30 network extenders.

 09             MS. COOLEY:  Okay.  So the network

 10  extenders are for people in homes that are

 11  complaining, not on the roads, right, is that

 12  correct?

 13             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Ms. Cooley, I'm

 14  not sure if you're hearing me, but yes, that is

 15  correct.

 16             MS. COOLEY:  Yes.  Sorry, I could not

 17  hear you.  Thank you.  Okay.  My other question

 18  too is to go back to the small cell issue.  One of

 19  your solutions for that area in the north that is

 20  not going to be -- would not be fully covered

 21  would be to use small cells along, is it Route 63?

 22  How many would you think you would need?

 23             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad

 24  Cheiban again.  At this time we are planning to

 25  deploy just one small cell to fill a small gap on,
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 01  I believe it is Route 67.

 02             MS. COOLEY:  Okay.  So just the one.

 03  But you don't have that site figured out yet?

 04             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Not yet.

 05             MS. COOLEY:  Not yet, okay.  I think

 06  that covers my questions.  Most of them had been

 07  asked previously.  Thank you.

 08             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Ms. Cooley.

 09             I have a couple of follow-up questions.

 10  The first one is relating to the monopine topic

 11  that Mr. Mercier brought up earlier in his

 12  cross-examination.  Now, my understanding is that

 13  the proposed tower has been reduced to 100 feet.

 14  Are you still planning to have a total of four

 15  carriers on the tower at 100 feet?

 16             THE WITNESS (Libertine):  Mr.

 17  Morissette, this is Mike Libertine  I'm not sure

 18  we can really answer that.  I mean, it certainly

 19  will be designed and constructed to hold

 20  physically that equipment, but that's really up to

 21  each of the carriers whether or not they need this

 22  facility and then at what centerline they would

 23  need.

 24             MR. MORISSETTE:  Yes, that actually is

 25  in line with my questioning is, if you lower the
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 01  top down to 100 feet, then the lower facility will

 02  be at approximately 60 feet, and is that height

 03  too low for a fourth carrier?  I know you can't

 04  answer that for a carrier, but hypothetically from

 05  an RF perspective would that be an issue?

 06             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad

 07  Cheiban.  It could very well be an issue, but, you

 08  know, it would depend on what frequencies that

 09  fourth carrier is deploying and, you know, how

 10  close their other sites are located, so it's hard

 11  to answer.

 12             THE WITNESS (Libertine):  Mr.

 13  Morissette to that point I just want to make sure

 14  it's on the record that, and I don't want to speak

 15  for Ziad, but having worked on this project for

 16  the last several years, it's clear that we have,

 17  or Verizon has made a significant compromise in

 18  terms of height.  140 is really the height that

 19  would be ideal.  It would eliminate the need for a

 20  fill-in site somewhere to the north along Route 67

 21  with a small cell.  But we've heard from the town

 22  and the community, and so the reduction to 100

 23  feet serves Verizon's basic minimum needs, but

 24  there is a major compromise.  And so I just want

 25  to make sure everyone kind of -- I think that's
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 01  been lost a little bit in the testimony so far.

 02  And it kind of goes to that point whether or not

 03  60 or 70 feet above ground level would really work

 04  for someone else.

 05             MR. MORISSETTE:  Yes.  Thank you.  I

 06  can see that that would put a limitation on the

 07  fourth, and possibly third carrier, going forward.

 08  Thank you for that clarification.

 09             THE WITNESS (Libertine):  You're

 10  welcome.

 11             MR. MORISSETTE:  Mr. Libertine, while I

 12  have you, I would like, I think it's you, but I

 13  would like to go to the visibility analysis, or is

 14  that Mr. Gaudet?

 15             THE WITNESS (Libertine):  It will

 16  probably be a combination of the two of us.

 17             MR. MORISSETTE:  Okay, great.  Let's

 18  see here.  Going on to photo 2, I see the crane

 19  with a balloon on it.  Is the 100 feet where the

 20  balloon is, is that a balloon?

 21             THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  It's actually

 22  the hoist of the crane.  So at this point we had

 23  gone out to evaluate, the main purpose here was to

 24  evaluate 100 feet.  But with the original height

 25  being at 140 feet, those photos were not in a full
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 01  leaf-off situation.  So we wanted to, one,

 02  evaluate 100 feet; but two, compare while we were

 03  out there at the 140 feet, if we saw any

 04  differences in the leaf-off condition.  So what

 05  you see here, we also wanted to evaluate 120, is

 06  the top of the crane at 140 feet.  We dropped a

 07  hoist down with a flag on that to 120 feet

 08  approximately, and then what we did was scale back

 09  based off that 140 foot to the 100 foot level that

 10  you see there.

 11             MR. MORISSETTE:  Great.  Thank you for

 12  that clarification.  So the second photo 2 is at

 13  100 feet which looks a little lower than 100 feet

 14  from the previous photo 2.  Can you comment on

 15  that, or is that pretty accurate?

 16             THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  It's pretty

 17  accurate.  That hoist ended up probably a little

 18  bit above 120 feet.  So I think it's the visual

 19  gap between where the hoist is to the top of the

 20  boom appears to be a little bit less than what

 21  that, you know, if you do that sort of quick flip,

 22  as I can see you're looking at it on the computer,

 23  it's a little bit easier than the paper, that I

 24  think is what's explaining that sort of

 25  discrepancy.  And you'll see that in a handful of
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 01  other photos as well.

 02             MR. MORISSETTE:  Great.  Thank you.

 03  Moving on to photo 9, I don't know if it's my

 04  computer resolution or what, but I can't see the

 05  frame or I can't see the tower.

 06             THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  It's there.  I

 07  think if those red arrows weren't there, it would

 08  be pretty difficult to see.  You know, we go out

 09  there and drive these sites.  And we've got a

 10  trained eye, we're specifically looking for these.

 11  I think this photo is a great example of what your

 12  sort of typical seasonal views will look like as

 13  you are driving down these streets.  This photo I

 14  know specifically I had to drive back and forth

 15  about six times to figure out where it was and

 16  where it dropped out because of the intervening

 17  trees, but you can see it if you're standing

 18  essentially in front of one mailbox there.

 19             MR. MORISSETTE:  I see the red arrow

 20  now.  Unfortunately, it's buried in the trees so

 21  the contrast is not -- but I do see it.  Thank

 22  you.

 23             THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  Sure.

 24             MR. MORISSETTE:  I think I had the same

 25  question for 12.
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 01             THE WITNESS (Libertine):  Mr.

 02  Morissette, this is Mike Libertine.

 03             MR. MORISSETTE:  Yes.

 04             THE WITNESS (Libertine):  Obviously,

 05  you know, what we try to do is to present a pretty

 06  fair representation of all the different types of

 07  views.  These are static in nature, so they do

 08  tend to at times create, I guess, the illusion

 09  that there may not even be anything there that

 10  we're looking at.  But as Mr. Gaudet said, we have

 11  a trained eye.  We also use binoculars a lot even

 12  at this near range because it is oftentimes hard

 13  to find the boom or even a red balloon depending

 14  upon where we are.

 15             But again, what we're really trying to

 16  show is that there are some seasonal views, but I

 17  think the characteristics in this area are such

 18  that they are fairly well screened even with the

 19  deciduous trees there today.  I think what's

 20  complicated this, and maybe made it a little bit

 21  hard to follow, is that we did have the boom 40

 22  feet taller than what the ultimate tower is

 23  proposed at and what the simulation shows.  So it

 24  can be a little bit confusing when you try and

 25  compare the two shots.
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 01             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you for that.  I

 02  do see 12.  And I was looking at 22, I just

 03  couldn't see that one either.

 04             THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  Yeah, 22, this

 05  one was one where the crane boom sticks out a

 06  little bit more.  Again, if you're glancing past

 07  it, it appears almost like a tree branch.  But

 08  again, as you look, you can see the dark outline

 09  of the proposed antenna array.

 10             MR. MORISSETTE:  Yes.  Thank you.  I do

 11  see it now.  Okay.  Great.  Thank you.  I just

 12  wanted to go quickly to Question 33 having to do

 13  with noise.  And the table, it shows the property

 14  line and then the combined dBa.  What is meant by

 15  the combined dBa, is that a cumulative effect of,

 16  for instance, the battery cabinet and the

 17  equipment cabinet without the generator or could

 18  you explain that for me?

 19             THE WITNESS (Bhembe):  The combined dBa

 20  is the combination of all, including the

 21  generator.

 22             MR. MORISSETTE:  So on the second line

 23  it says battery cabinet.  So if it was the

 24  combined dBa, I would think that with the

 25  generator on and combined it would be somewhere in
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 01  the 51.6 dBa range.

 02             THE WITNESS (Bhembe):  That's correct,

 03  51.6.

 04             MR. MORISSETTE:  With the battery

 05  cabinet?

 06             THE WITNESS (Bhembe):  With the battery

 07  cabinet added to it.

 08             MR. MORISSETTE:  So the 25.2 is

 09  incorrect?

 10             THE WITNESS (Bhembe):  The 25.2 is from

 11  just the battery and the 25.2 again is for the

 12  equipment cabinet.

 13             MR. MORISSETTE:  Okay.  All right.  I

 14  think I understand now.  So each one the dBa

 15  limits are as identified for each of the pieces of

 16  equipment, and then the combined of all three

 17  pieces of equipment is the 51.6?

 18             THE WITNESS (Bhembe):  That is correct.

 19             MR. MORISSETTE:  Okay, I understand

 20  now.  Thank you.  I was a little confused by that.

 21             I'd like to go to page 9 of the

 22  application.  I was wondering, since we have a

 23  Late-File for Mr. Hannon, I believe, on the tower

 24  heights, when you're putting the information on

 25  the tower heights, if you could develop a table of
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 01  all the existing facilities because it's in

 02  paragraph form here on page 9, the existing

 03  surrounding cell towers, if you could make a table

 04  out of that and then include the tower heights on

 05  that same table.  I'm getting confused as to where

 06  are all the facilities that are communicating with

 07  this new facility.  Would that be possible?

 08             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Mr. Morissette,

 09  are you looking for the height of Verizon's

 10  antennas or the overall height of the towers?

 11             MR. MORISSETTE:  The question was from

 12  Mr. Hannon.  He was asking for specific tower

 13  heights of certain facilities.  What I'm asking

 14  for is, what I'd like to see is a table of all the

 15  existing surrounding cell sites that interact with

 16  the Woodbridge North 2 facility.  So basically

 17  taking that paragraph and making it into a table.

 18  I think it would be helpful in identifying and

 19  understanding what other facilities are in the

 20  area.

 21             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Okay.  We'll

 22  take that back.

 23             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Okay.  I'm

 24  going to jump back to Question 11 having to do

 25  with the small cells.  The response, the first
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 01  sentence says, "It may be theoretically and

 02  technically possible to install a large number of

 03  small cells."  What do you mean by "large number,"

 04  is it 5, 50, 100?

 05             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad

 06  Cheiban.  We have not done -- I mean, I don't have

 07  an exact number, but it would probably be

 08  somewhere in the vicinity of 20, 30, something

 09  like that.

 10             MR. MORISSETTE:  So it would be a

 11  significant number, it's not in the small range?

 12             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  That is

 13  correct.

 14             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  There was

 15  some correspondence as to the 1990 Litchfield

 16  Turnpike facility, and I didn't see it on your

 17  site search.  I'm sure you're going to get some

 18  questions about that.  But could you briefly

 19  explain whether you looked at it, and if you have

 20  or have not, what your high level view of it is?

 21             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad

 22  Cheiban again.  That facility is significantly

 23  outside of our search ring.  It is at least two

 24  miles away from it.  And, you know, we know that

 25  it wouldn't cover the area of concern for us.
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 01             MR. MORISSETTE:  Very good.  Thank you.

 02  Okay.  That concludes my cross-examination.  We

 03  will now continue with cross-examination of the

 04  applicant by Woodbridge Newton Neighborhood

 05  Environmental Trust, Attorney Ainsworth.

 06             MR. AINSWORTH:  Thank you, Mr.

 07  Chairman.

 08             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.

 09             MR. AINSWORTH:  So I guess I'm going to

 10  begin by going in reverse order.  I'm going to

 11  start with the last question.  The answer about

 12  1990 Litchfield Turnpike was that it would not

 13  cover the area of concern.  Would it cover any

 14  portion of the area of concern?

 15             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  I'll need to

 16  get back to you on that one to kind of measure

 17  like how much it would cover, but it would not

 18  cover -- it would barely cover any of the area

 19  that we are trying to improve.

 20             MR. AINSWORTH:  When you were making

 21  that assumption that it wouldn't -- that it's not

 22  likely to cover any of the area of concern, what

 23  height were you assuming that your antenna would

 24  be at?

 25             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  That tower is,
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 01  I think, 175 feet, and it has AT&T already on it.

 02  So I think, at best, we would have to assume 120

 03  feet or so.

 04             MR. AINSWORTH:  Okay.  If I told you

 05  that the tower is currently at 155 and AT&T

 06  occupies two spots or locations on that tower,

 07  which might theoretically be consolidated, if you

 08  were to take a 145 slot, are you able to model

 09  that to see what area it might cover?

 10             MR. BALDWIN:  Just before Ziad answers,

 11  I think I object to your speculation that AT&T

 12  might consolidate.  There's no evidence in the

 13  record to suggest that they would consolidate.

 14  But I think what we can do, Attorney Ainsworth, is

 15  offer to take a look at that site and see what

 16  height was available and answer your first

 17  question which was how much of the coverage area

 18  for the Woodbridge North 2 site would be

 19  achievable from a particular height at 1990

 20  Litchfield Turnpike.  Perhaps that's an

 21  appropriate compromise there.

 22             MR. AINSWORTH:  That might well be.  I

 23  would also perhaps go back to the Council and

 24  suggest that optimization would be within their

 25  authority since tower sharing is part of their
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 01  charge.

 02             MR. BALDWIN:  Just so I'm clear, I'm

 03  sorry, Mr. Morissette, just so I'm clear, you are

 04  implying that the Siting Council has the ability

 05  to order AT&T to consolidate its antennas?  I'm

 06  just trying to understand the question.

 07             MR. AINSWORTH:  Yes, that the tower

 08  could be optimized to avoid additional new

 09  facilities.

 10             MR. MORISSETTE:  At this point let's

 11  look at the information that's going to be filed

 12  by the applicant.  And it's yet to be determined

 13  whether we have the authority to do as has been

 14  suggested, but we'll address that when we see the

 15  information.  Thank you.

 16             MR. AINSWORTH:  Understood.  Okay.

 17  When you mentioned the high concentration of Wi-Fi

 18  extenders, or extenders, you noted that the area

 19  had been the subject of a number of complaints

 20  from people on the roads and in the homes.  How

 21  many of each did you receive in terms of

 22  complaints?

 23             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad

 24  Cheiban.  I do not have a breakdown of the

 25  complaints.
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 01             MR. AINSWORTH:  Do you have any sense

 02  of the proportion of road complaints versus home

 03  complaints?

 04             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  I do not.

 05             MR. AINSWORTH:  So, if you're saying

 06  that you had about 30 complaints and so it was

 07  about 30 extenders and you don't know the

 08  percentage of ones generated on the road or from a

 09  home, then how would you know what proportion of

 10  those complaints would result in an extender being

 11  deployed?

 12             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is a

 13  question we can go back and try to come up with

 14  the numbers for.

 15             MR. AINSWORTH:  Thank you.  That would

 16  be helpful.  In terms of the, did you measure the

 17  gap for 700 megahertz versus 850 megahertz

 18  frequencies for Verizon, or should I say did you

 19  model it?

 20             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Yes, we did

 21  model it, and those propagation plots were

 22  submitted.

 23             MR. AINSWORTH:  Okay.

 24             MR. BALDWIN:  Just to clarify, Attorney

 25  Ainsworth, the gaps in service, where are you

�0088

 01  referring to in particular, are these the gaps

 02  that remain with the 100 foot tower?

 03             MR. AINSWORTH:  I was talking about the

 04  gaps that are being targeted for coverage by this

 05  proposal.

 06             MR. BALDWIN:  Okay.  So it's existing

 07  gaps as they are today?

 08             MR. AINSWORTH:  Correct, yes.

 09             MR. BALDWIN:  Okay.

 10             MR. AINSWORTH:  And with regard to the

 11  number of small cells that you projected might be

 12  required to cover the target coverage area, your

 13  answer was approximately 20 to 30 or in that

 14  range.  Did you do any modeling to determine how

 15  those would be distributed?

 16             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad

 17  Cheiban again.  So the design of the small cells

 18  has to depend on where we have existing poles, and

 19  so we can work backwards from where we see a pole

 20  that is usable, is unencumbered by other

 21  electrical equipment, and work our way backwards

 22  to what kind of design we can achieve.

 23             MR. AINSWORTH:  And are you aware that

 24  there's a law that requires DOT to make available

 25  state road right of ways for small cell
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 01  deployments?

 02             MR. BALDWIN:  While I'll object to the

 03  question, I'm not sure that Mr. Cheiban can answer

 04  legal questions related to what laws may exist.

 05             MR. AINSWORTH:  Okay.  Is the Verizon

 06  team aware that it has the ability to locate on

 07  state routes as a result of recent legislation?

 08             MR. BALDWIN:  I think it's just a

 09  different way of asking the same question.  Could

 10  you identify the particular piece of legislation

 11  you're speaking about?

 12             MR. AINSWORTH:  I could, if I could

 13  remember from Docket 488 in which it was submitted

 14  as an administrative notice item.  But I will

 15  submit that later for the second hearing so that

 16  we can discuss that at greater length.

 17             Does Verizon have the ability to locate

 18  its small cells within the municipal road right of

 19  ways?

 20             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad

 21  Cheiban.  That would depend on the municipality,

 22  if they, you know, it's basically their decision.

 23             MR. BALDWIN:  Can we go off the record,

 24  please?

 25             MR. MORISSETTE:  Yes, please.
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 01             (Off the record discussion.)

 02             MR. AINSWORTH:  I will say for the

 03  record that it's highly unusual for someone to go

 04  off the record while a question is pending.  It

 05  sounds a lot like coaching.

 06             MR. BALDWIN:  I'm just trying to make

 07  sure we get an answer to your question, Mr.

 08  Ainsworth.  Go ahead.

 09             MR. MORISSETTE:  Please continue.

 10             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  So, I'm sorry,

 11  Attorney Ainsworth, can you clarify your question?

 12             MR. AINSWORTH:  Yes.  Does Verizon have

 13  the ability to locate its small cell facilities or

 14  its utility installations within municipal road

 15  right of ways?

 16             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  So from a

 17  technical standpoint, we can -- you're talking

 18  about putting a new pole, say, a wood pole or a

 19  steel pole within the municipal right of ways?

 20             MR. AINSWORTH:  Yes, correct.

 21             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Yes, we do.  I

 22  mean, technically it is feasible.  We'd need to go

 23  in front of the Siting Council to get approval for

 24  every one of those poles.

 25             MR. AINSWORTH:  And, in fact, Verizon
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 01  has sought such approval on many occasions for

 02  small cells before either PURA or the Siting

 03  Council, correct?

 04             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  I'm not sure

 05  I'm the right person to address legal issues, but

 06  new poles are subject to Siting Council

 07  jurisdiction.  Existing utility poles are subject

 08  to PURA.

 09             MR. AINSWORTH:  Okay.  And so you are

 10  before the Siting Council, you could seek approval

 11  for an array of small cells all at once so it

 12  wouldn't require a series of applications,

 13  correct?

 14             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  I'll defer to

 15  our attorney.

 16             MR. BALDWIN:  I'm not sure that Mr.

 17  Cheiban is capable of answering that question

 18  about how he would proceed through a Siting

 19  Council application, nor am I, necessarily, do I

 20  understand why it's relevant.

 21             MR. AINSWORTH:  Just for relevancy

 22  purposes, it's just a matter of indicating that

 23  it's easier than that might be suggested by the

 24  answer that it might require a series of

 25  applications as opposed to a single one.
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 01             MR. MORISSETTE:  Please continue.

 02             MR. AINSWORTH:  I will.  Thank you.

 03  One of the limitations that you cited in small

 04  cells for utility pole installations was that

 05  there was a limitation on the number of frequency

 06  deployments that you could put on, limited to two

 07  different frequency bands, but it would be

 08  possible to locate on two different poles to allow

 09  for the other frequencies that you operate on,

 10  correct?

 11             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad

 12  Cheiban again.  Yes, that is correct.  However, as

 13  I mentioned earlier, there are very, very few

 14  poles that are not encumbered by electrical

 15  equipment in this area.  So having to deploy on

 16  even more poles would increase the difficulty.

 17             MR. AINSWORTH:  Okay.  And did you do a

 18  survey of the number of poles that are

 19  unencumbered?

 20             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  I did do a

 21  desktop evaluation to look at available poles.

 22             MR. AINSWORTH:  And how many did you

 23  find were so unencumbered?

 24             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  I don't have an

 25  exact number, but as I mentioned, there are very
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 01  few.

 02             MR. AINSWORTH:  Are you able to install

 03  backup power on a small cell?

 04             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  United

 05  Illuminating poles, no, we are not.

 06             MR. AINSWORTH:  And so that would

 07  include batteries and/or propane, or maybe I

 08  should ask the question what is the limitation

 09  with regard to United Illuminating poles?

 10             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad

 11  Cheiban again.  The contract, the agreement that

 12  we have with United Illuminating precludes us from

 13  deploying such equipment.

 14             MR. AINSWORTH:  Is it on safety grounds

 15  or some other ground?

 16             MR. BALDWIN:  I object.  Mr. Cheiban is

 17  not someone who could answer that question.  It's

 18  a master license agreement between Verizon and the

 19  electric distribution company.  As to why UI has

 20  imposed restrictions, it's not something that we

 21  can answer.

 22             MR. AINSWORTH:  Fair enough.

 23  Mr. Gustafson mentioned that with regard to one of

 24  the sites owned by the Regional Water Authority he

 25  said there was a conservation easement and there
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 01  was a public water supply watershed.  Have you

 02  ever located a Verizon facility within a public

 03  water supply watershed?

 04             THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  Dean

 05  Gustafson.  I have not been involved in a site

 06  that's been constructed on a public water supply

 07  watershed.

 08             MR. AINSWORTH:  And is there -- do you

 09  know the reason why that's the case, is it just

 10  happenstance, or was there a particular technical

 11  reason for that?

 12             THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  The projects

 13  I've been involved in the past that have involved

 14  water supply watershed areas, the water company or

 15  the water authority involved did not agree to

 16  terms with Verizon to allow for it to proceed.

 17             MR. AINSWORTH:  And there was some

 18  testimony regarding land trust properties having,

 19  or municipal properties, it wasn't entirely clear,

 20  that had conservation easements.  Did anyone

 21  within the team review the terms of the

 22  conservation easements to determine the

 23  limitations that those easements imposed on the

 24  property?

 25             THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  I was not
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 01  provided with any documentation from the town with

 02  respect to the conservation easement restrictions.

 03             MR. AINSWORTH:  So at this point you're

 04  unaware of whether those conservation easements

 05  would be an impediment to the placement of a

 06  wireless tower?

 07             THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  That's

 08  correct.

 09             MR. AINSWORTH:  And I was asking the

 10  question earlier about the 20 to 30 small cells.

 11  When you were estimating that rough number, were

 12  you talking about covering the entire gap that

 13  you're trying to cover with this tower or some

 14  portion of it?

 15             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad

 16  Cheiban.  I was referring to providing similar

 17  coverage to what would be provided by the proposed

 18  tower.

 19             MR. AINSWORTH:  So if you had another

 20  facility which would cover a portion of the area

 21  that you're targeting, it would require fewer

 22  small cells, correct?

 23             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  I guess it

 24  would depend on what the other facility covers.

 25             MR. AINSWORTH:  Now, with regard to
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 01  both the access drive to the facility within the

 02  host parcel and the location of the tower on the

 03  host parcel, both of those were chosen by the host

 04  proprietor and not Verizon?

 05             THE WITNESS (Parks):  Could you repeat

 06  that again?

 07             MR. AINSWORTH:  Yes.  Okay.  The site

 08  is accessed by a drive off of the cul-de-sac on

 09  Soundview, but the property currently has an

 10  existing driveway off of Newton Road.  Why was the

 11  driveway on Newton Road not chosen to access the

 12  site?

 13             THE WITNESS (Parks):  This is where our

 14  landlord directed us to.  He wanted to lease on

 15  that portion.

 16             MR. AINSWORTH:  So, is it safe to

 17  assume that Verizon had no technical reason for

 18  choosing the Soundview access as opposed to Newton

 19  Road?

 20             THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  Brian Gaudet

 21  with All-Points.  It's a much shorter access drive

 22  with substantially less increase in grade from

 23  Newton Road up to the proposed facility.  It is a

 24  currently, I would say, relatively unimproved dirt

 25  road.  So I think there would be some
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 01  substantially more upgrade needed from that

 02  portion considering the drainage and the grading

 03  there.

 04             THE WITNESS (Libertine):  This is Mike

 05  Libertine.  It's also a much shorter run for the

 06  electrical and telco into that, much less ground

 07  disturbance for going underground.

 08             MR. AINSWORTH:  Is it possible to run

 09  the electrical connections through one side and

 10  the vehicular access through another?

 11             THE WITNESS (Libertine):

 12  Theoretically, sure.

 13             MR. AINSWORTH:  And with regard to the

 14  location of the tower within the parcel, you were

 15  also directed by the landowner to that location as

 16  opposed to somewhere else on the property,

 17  correct?

 18             THE WITNESS (Parks):  Tim Parks from

 19  Cellco.  That is the agreed location that worked

 20  for both parties.

 21             MR. AINSWORTH:  Okay.  When you say it

 22  "worked for both parties," did the landowner

 23  provide you with other alternatives within the

 24  site other than the one that was proposed?

 25             THE WITNESS (Parks):  Tim Parks from
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 01  Cellco.  Unfortunately, I -- can we go off the

 02  record?  This worked for both of us.  I'm not sure

 03  that we were actually given a second location to

 04  look at.

 05             MR. BALDWIN:  I'll just add, Mr.

 06  Ainsworth, Mr. Parks was not involved during the

 07  negotiations of the agreement with the property

 08  owner.  Perhaps we could look into that a little

 09  bit further and see if this was a, you know, if

 10  there were other alternative locations on the

 11  property that Mr. Parks is not aware of that might

 12  answer your question more precisely.

 13             MR. AINSWORTH:  Okay.  Were there any

 14  limitations from Cellco's perspective regarding

 15  the site for locating the tower elsewhere, or

 16  could this tower have gone pretty much anywhere on

 17  the site from your perspective?

 18             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad

 19  Cheiban with Verizon.  The property owners own

 20  several parcels in this area.  The terrain kind of

 21  slopes down from where we are currently located.

 22  So if we were to move it to different parcels, we

 23  would need to build a taller tower to compensate

 24  for the loss in terrain elevation.  I was also at

 25  a site walk with the property owner, and he didn't
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 01  want us to locate on other parcels.  In addition,

 02  and I think Brian or Mike can speak to this in

 03  more detail, it would require a lot more tree

 04  clearing to locate somewhere else than where we

 05  currently are proposing.

 06             THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  This is Brian

 07  Gaudet with All-Points.  From a standpoint of

 08  visible screening that's existing there today,

 09  I'll point you to the aerial in the remote field

 10  review, the photo log.  To the east towards Newton

 11  Road there is existing trees that screen this.

 12  This area is essentially cut back into that

 13  southern treeline.  I will then also point you to

 14  photo 6.  The property owner still uses this land.

 15  I can't speak for what farming purposes, whether

 16  it be personal planting, maybe he's grown some

 17  fruits and vegetables.  But photo 6 you can see

 18  south of the access drive, or sorry, east of the

 19  access drive towards the residence and the

 20  outbuildings he is currently using that area for

 21  his own farming purposes.  And I believe

 22  historically this was an apple farm.

 23             MR. AINSWORTH:  Okay.  Is it your

 24  understanding that this is currently a farm?

 25             THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  Brian Gaudet.
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 01  It is not my understanding that it is currently a

 02  farm.  Being on site and speaking with the

 03  property owner who's been there for a number of

 04  years, historically it was an apple farm, I

 05  believe, back in his family when he was younger.

 06  They have since halted the apple farm business

 07  that they had there, but it is very clearly still

 08  used in some capacity, I would assume, on a

 09  personal level.  I can't speak to whether the

 10  property owner has a business running a farm off

 11  of that property.

 12             MR. AINSWORTH:  Are you aware of what

 13  the zoning is for that parcel?

 14             THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  Brian Gaudet.

 15  Yes, it's residential zone A, I believe.

 16             MR. AINSWORTH:  And are you aware that

 17  the zoning was changed from agriculture to

 18  residential by the owner?

 19             THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  I am not aware

 20  of that.  I don't believe that would preclude an

 21  individual from doing some planting of their own.

 22  I have a small vegetable garden in my backyard in

 23  a residential neighborhood as well.

 24             MR. AINSWORTH:  That's perfectly fine,

 25  I'm sure.  You're also not siting a cell tower
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 01  close to your neighbors.

 02             With regard to the Meetinghouse Lane

 03  tower, did you do any coverage modeling for that

 04  location?

 05             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Specifically

 06  which Meetinghouse Lane property?  There are

 07  several.

 08             MR. AINSWORTH:  The one next to the

 09  police station.

 10             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  The existing

 11  tower?

 12             MR. AINSWORTH:  Yes.

 13             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  I don't believe

 14  I have modeled it.

 15             MR. AINSWORTH:  Were you requested to,

 16  or was that suggested by the town during the

 17  course of the town consultation?

 18             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  They suggested

 19  raw land built on the Meetinghouse lane property

 20  but not the existing tower.

 21             MR. AINSWORTH:  There was some mention

 22  earlier about, or there was some questions by Mr.

 23  Morissette regarding the possible co-location of

 24  other carriers on this tower.  How many carriers

 25  are currently operating in Connecticut doing
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 01  wireless facilities?

 02             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad

 03  Cheiban.  I'll take the question.  There are

 04  currently, we're down to three carriers.

 05             MR. AINSWORTH:  Okay.

 06             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  With

 07  potentially a fourth in the making, but currently

 08  it's AT&T, T-Mobile and Verizon.

 09             MR. AINSWORTH:  Okay.  And so how many

 10  carriers are interested in co-locating on this

 11  particular tower since you've filed the

 12  application?

 13             THE WITNESS (Parks):  This is Tim Parks

 14  with Cellco.  As of right now we don't have one.

 15             MR. AINSWORTH:  With regard to the one

 16  particular small cell that you are currently

 17  proposing to deploy, did you model the coverage

 18  from that small cell?

 19             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad

 20  Cheiban.  We don't have a location determined yet,

 21  but when that does happen we will model it.

 22             MR. AINSWORTH:  Okay.  So did you make

 23  some assumption about the footprint that you would

 24  be able to achieve with that theoretical small

 25  cell?
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 01             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  That is

 02  correct.

 03             MR. AINSWORTH:  And were you making an

 04  assumption of which frequency band that it would

 05  be transmitting?

 06             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  I have not made

 07  a determination on that yet.

 08             MR. AINSWORTH:  I guess then do you

 09  have any -- how do you have a sense that that

 10  proposed small cell would satisfy the needs that

 11  you have to complete the coverage that you're

 12  looking for?

 13             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  I mean, we know

 14  we have -- we know how large of a gap we have, and

 15  we're basically trying to fill that gap.

 16             MR. AINSWORTH:  Is it that you haven't

 17  been able to locate a pole that the host owner of

 18  the pole finds acceptable, or have you just not

 19  located a pole that was free from electrical

 20  encumbrances, or haven't you gotten to that level

 21  of specificity?

 22             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad

 23  Cheiban again.  We follow the same process as

 24  usual.  We issue the search ring and request from

 25  our site acquisition team to search for a pole, a
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 01  suitable pole in the area.

 02             MR. AINSWORTH:  Has that search been

 03  initiated?

 04             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  It has.

 05             MR. AINSWORTH:  How long does it

 06  typically take to locate a suitable pole?

 07             THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  It depends.  I

 08  don't know.

 09             MR. AINSWORTH:  And please forgive me,

 10  I'm going through my notes.  (Pause)  That is all

 11  I have at this time.  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

 12             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Attorney

 13  Ainsworth.

 14             We will continue with cross-examination

 15  of the applicant by the Town of Woodbridge.

 16  Attorney Bamonte.

 17             MR. BAMONTE:  Thank you, Mr.

 18  Morissette.  No questions from the town at this

 19  time.

 20             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Attorney

 21  Bamonte.  At this point, I think it's a good time

 22  to break for dinner, and we will return at 6:30

 23  for the public comment session.  And we will

 24  commence at 6:30.  Thank you, everyone.  Have a

 25  good dinner and we'll see everyone then.  Thank
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 01  you.

 02             (Whereupon, the witnesses were excused

 03  and the hearing adjourned at 4:42 p.m.)
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 02  
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 20  II-B-2    Applicant's Affidavit of              23

          Publication, dated May 24, 2021

 21  II-B-3    Signed protective order,              23

          dated June 3, 2021

 22  II-B-4    Applicant's responses to Council      23
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            1              MR. MORISSETTE:  This remote public 



            2   hearing is called to order this Tuesday, July 13, 



            3   2021, at 2 p.m.  My name is John Morissette, 



            4   member and presiding officer of the Connecticut 



            5   Siting Council.  Other members of the Council are 



            6   Robert Hannon, designee for Commissioner Katie 



            7   Dykes of the Department of Energy and 



            8   Environmental Protection; Quat Nguyen, designee 



            9   for Chairman Marissa Paslick Gillett of the Public 



           10   Utilities Regulatory Authority; Robert Silvestri; 



           11   Louanne Cooley; and Daniel P. Lynch, Jr. 



           12              Members of the staff are Executive 



           13   Director and Staff Attorney Melanie Bachman; 



           14   Robert Mercier, siting analyst; and Lisa Fontaine, 



           15   fiscal administrative officer.  



           16              As everyone is aware, there is 



           17   currently a statewide effort to prevent the spread 



           18   of the Coronavirus.  This is why the Council is 



           19   holding this remote public hearing, and we ask for 



           20   your patience.  If you haven't done so already, I 



           21   ask that everyone please mute their computer audio 



           22   and their telephones now.  



           23              This hearing is held pursuant to the 



           24   provisions of Title 16 of the Connecticut General 



           25   Statutes and the Uniform Administrative Procedure 
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            1   Act upon an application from Cellco Partnership 



            2   doing business as Verizon Wireless for a 



            3   Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and 



            4   Public Need for the construction, maintenance and 



            5   operation of a telecommunications facility located 



            6   at 118 Newton Road, Woodbridge, Connecticut.  This 



            7   application was received by the Council on May 13, 



            8   2021.  



            9              The Council's legal notice of the date 



           10   and time of this remote public hearing was 



           11   published in The New Haven Register on June 10, 



           12   2021.  Upon this Council's request, the applicant 



           13   installed a sign in the vicinity of the proposed 



           14   site so as to inform the public of the name of the 



           15   applicant, the type of the facility, the remote 



           16   public hearing date, and contact information for 



           17   the Council, including the website and phone 



           18   number.  



           19              As a reminder to all, off-the-record 



           20   communication with a member of the Council or a 



           21   member of the Council staff upon the merits of 



           22   this application is prohibited by law.



           23              The parties and intervenors to this 



           24   proceeding are as follows:  The applicant, Cellco 



           25   Partnership doing business as Verizon Wireless, 
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            1   its representative Kenneth C. Baldwin, Esq. of 



            2   Robinson & Cole LLP.  



            3              The intervenor, CEPA intervenor, 



            4   Woodbridge Newton Neighborhood Environmental 



            5   Trust, WNNET for an abbreviation, represented by 



            6   Keith R. Ainsworth, Esq. of the Law Office of 



            7   Keith R. Ainsworth, Esq.  



            8              And the party to the proceedings is the 



            9   Town of Woodbridge represented by Ira W. Bloom, 



           10   Esq. of Berchem Moses PC.  



           11              We will proceed in accordance with the 



           12   prepared agenda, a copy of which is available on 



           13   the Council's Docket No. 502 webpage, along with 



           14   the record of this matter, the public hearing 



           15   notice, instructions for public access to this 



           16   remote public hearing, and the Citizens Guide to 



           17   Siting Council Procedures.  Interested persons may 



           18   join any session of this session to listen, but no 



           19   public comments will be received during the 2 p.m. 



           20   evidentiary session.  



           21              At the end of the evidentiary session 



           22   we will recess until 6:30 p.m. for a public 



           23   comment session.  Please be advised that any 



           24   person may be removed from the remote evidentiary 



           25   session or the public comment session at the 
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            1   discretion of the Council.  



            2              The 6:30 p.m. public comment session is 



            3   reserved for the public to make brief statements 



            4   into the record.  I wish to note that the 



            5   applicant, parties and intervenors, including 



            6   their representatives, witnesses and members, are 



            7   not allowed to participate in the public comment 



            8   session.  I also wish to note for those who are 



            9   listening and for the benefit of your friends and 



           10   neighbors who are unable to join us for this 



           11   remote public comment session that you or they may 



           12   send written statements to the Council within 30 



           13   days of the date hereof either by mail or email, 



           14   and such written statements will be given the same 



           15   weight as if spoken during the remote public 



           16   comment session.  



           17              A verbatim transcript of this remote 



           18   public hearing will be posted on the Council's 



           19   Docket No. 502 webpage and deposited with the 



           20   Woodbridge Town Clerk's Office for the convenience 



           21   of the public.  



           22              Please be advised that the Council's 



           23   project evaluation criteria under the statute does 



           24   not include the consideration of property values.  



           25              The Council will take a 10 to 15 minute 
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            1   break at a convenient juncture around 3:30 p.m.  



            2              We have two motions to take care of 



            3   this afternoon.  The first, on June 22, 2021, 



            4   Ochsner Place, LLC submitted a request for 



            5   party/CEPA intervenor status.  Attorney Bachman 



            6   may wish to comment.  



            7              MS. BACHMAN:  Thank you, Mr. 



            8   Morissette.  As you mentioned, on June 22nd an 



            9   abutting property owner, Ochsner Place, LLC, 



           10   requested party and CEPA intervenor status.  Staff 



           11   recommends approval of the request and grouping 



           12   Ochsner Place with WNNET under General Statute, 



           13   Section 16-50-n(c) on the basis that they have the 



           14   same interests and WNNET's responses to the 



           15   Council's interrogatories include nine attached 



           16   photographs that was taken by the owners of 



           17   Ochsner Place, Mark and Michele Greengarden, 



           18   residing at 15 Soundview Drive, which is the 



           19   Ochsner Place address, and they are listed on the 



           20   hearing program for this afternoon under WNNET 



           21   Exhibit 2 and their photos A, B, D and F through K 



           22   on the hearing program.  



           23              Now, as grouped parties they maintain 



           24   separate counsel, witnesses, party intervenor 



           25   designations and of course appeal rights, but they 
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            1   would cross-examine the other parties and 



            2   intervenors and appear for cross-examination by 



            3   other parties and intervenors together with the 



            4   intent to pool resources.  And if any of the 



            5   parties elect to not be a member of the group, 



            6   they can submit written notice to the Council, but 



            7   we ask that it be with a condition that the 



            8   Greengarden photos that are attached to WNNET's 



            9   interrogatory responses are attributed to the 



           10   respective party witness before the continued 



           11   evidentiary hearing session scheduled for August 



           12   31st.  Thank you.  



           13              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Attorney 



           14   Bachman.  



           15              Is there a motion?  



           16              MR. SILVESTRI:  Mr. Morissette, Mr. 



           17   Silvestri, I'll move to approve the request with 



           18   the grouping, as noted.  



           19              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Mr. 



           20   Silvestri.  



           21              Is there a second?  



           22              MR. HANNON:  Hannon, second.  



           23              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Mr. Hannon.  



           24              Any discussion, Mr. Silvestri?  



           25              MR. SILVESTRI:  No discussion.  Thank 
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            1   you.  



            2              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Mr. 



            3   Hannon, any discussion?  



            4              MR. HANNON:  I have no discussion.  



            5   Thank you.  



            6              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Mr. 



            7   Nguyen, any discussion?  



            8              MR. NGUYEN:  No discussion.  Thank you.  



            9              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Mr. Lynch, 



           10   any discussion?  



           11              MR. LYNCH:  No discussion.  



           12              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Ms. 



           13   Cooley, any discussion?  



           14              MS. COOLEY:  I have no discussion.  



           15   Thank you.  



           16              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  And I have 



           17   no discussion as well.  We'll now move to the 



           18   vote.  



           19              Mr. Silvestri, how do you vote?  



           20              MR. SILVESTRI:  Vote to approve.  



           21              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Mr. 



           22   Silvestri.  



           23              Mr. Hannon, how do you vote?  



           24              MR. HANNON:  Vote to approve.  



           25              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Mr. 
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            1   Nguyen, how do you vote?  



            2              MR. NGUYEN:  Vote to approve.  Thank 



            3   you.  



            4              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Mr. Lynch?  



            5              MR. LYNCH:  Vote approval.  



            6              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Ms. 



            7   Cooley?  



            8              MS. COOLEY:  I vote to approve.  Thank 



            9   you.  



           10              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  And I also 



           11   vote to approve.  We have a unanimous decision.  



           12   Thank you.  



           13              Motion number 2, on June 28, 2021, 



           14   WNNET submitted a request for a hearing and site 



           15   visit.  Attorney Bachman may wish to comment.



           16              MS. BACHMAN:  Thank you, Mr. 



           17   Morissette.  On June 28, 2021, WNNET submitted a 



           18   motion for an in-person hearing and site visit 



           19   arguing that the emergency order, or Executive 



           20   Order No. 7B issued by Governor Lamont allowing 



           21   for state agencies to hold remote hearings, 



           22   expired on June 30, 2021 and that a remote hearing 



           23   does not meet the requirements under General 



           24   Statute Section 16-50m, that a hearing be held at 



           25   a location selected by the Council in the county 
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            1   in which the proposed facility or any part thereof 



            2   is to be located after 6:30 p.m. for the 



            3   convenience of the public.  



            4              The application was submitted to the 



            5   Council on May 13, 2021 when Executive Order 7B 



            6   was in effect.  Notice of the remote public 



            7   hearing was issued on June 4th and published on 



            8   June 10th prior to the June 30, 2021 expiration of 



            9   Executive Order 7B.  Public Act 21-2 took effect 



           10   on July 1st of 2021.  Section 149 permits remote 



           11   hearings under the Freedom of Information Act and 



           12   Uniform Administrative Procedure Act until April 



           13   30th of 2022 with similar conditions as Executive 



           14   Order 7B with regard to access to the meeting by 



           15   the public, notification of the agenda, and the 



           16   documents to be discussed.  



           17              As established by the Connecticut 



           18   Supreme Court, field reviews are not required by 



           19   statute, nor are field reviews an integral part of 



           20   the hearing process.  Council Interrogatory No. 37 



           21   to the applicant requested documentation of a 



           22   virtual field review, and a response has been 



           23   submitted.  Therefore, staff recommends the motion 



           24   be denied.  Thank you, Mr. Morissette.  



           25              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Attorney 
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            1   Bachman.  Is there a motion?  



            2              MR. SILVESTRI:  Silvestri, Mr. 



            3   Morissette, I'll move to deny.  



            4              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Mr. 



            5   Silvestri.  Is there a second?  



            6              MR. HANNON:  Hannon, second.  



            7              MR. MORISSETTE:  We have a motion and a 



            8   second to deny the motion.  Is there any 



            9   discussion?  Mr. Silvestri.  



           10              MR. SILVESTRI:  No discussion, Mr. 



           11   Morissette.  Thank you.  



           12              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Any 



           13   discussion, Mr. Hannon?  



           14              MR. HANNON:  I have no discussion.  



           15   Thank you.  



           16              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Mr. 



           17   Nguyen, any discussion?  



           18              MR. NGUYEN:  No discussion.  Thank you.  



           19              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Mr. Lynch, 



           20   any discussion?  Mr. Lynch, any discussion?  



           21              MR. LYNCH:  As much as I feel 



           22   compromised by the Zoom hearings, I have no 



           23   discussion.  



           24              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Mr. Lynch.  



           25              Ms. Cooley, any discussion?  
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            1              MS. COOLEY:  I have no discussion.  



            2   Thank you.  



            3              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  And I have 



            4   no discussion.  We'll now move to the vote.  



            5              Mr. Silvestri, how do you vote?  



            6              MR. SILVESTRI:  Vote to approve the 



            7   motion to deny.  



            8              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Mr. 



            9   Silvestri.  



           10              Mr. Hannon, how do you vote?  



           11              MR. HANNON:  Vote to approve the motion 



           12   to deny.  Thank you.  



           13              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Mr. 



           14   Nguyen, how do you vote?  



           15              MR. NGUYEN:  Vote to approve motion to 



           16   deny.  Thank you.  



           17              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Mr. Lynch, 



           18   how do you vote?  



           19              MR. LYNCH:  I vote to approve the 



           20   denial.  



           21              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Ms. 



           22   Cooley, how do you vote?  



           23              MS. COOLEY:  I vote to approve.  Thank 



           24   you.  



           25              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, the motion 
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            1   to approve the denial.  I also vote to approve the 



            2   motion for denial.  The motion is approved 



            3   unanimously.  Thank you.  



            4              We will now move on to administrative 



            5   notices taken by the Council.  I wish to call your 



            6   attention to those items shown on the hearing 



            7   program marked as Roman Numeral I-C, Items 1 



            8   through 80 that the Council has administratively 



            9   noticed.  Does any party or intervenor have an 



           10   objection to the items the Council has 



           11   administratively noticed?  



           12              Attorney Baldwin?  



           13              MR. BALDWIN:  No objection, Mr. 



           14   Morissette.  



           15              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Attorney 



           16   Baldwin.  



           17              Attorney Ainsworth?  



           18              MR. AINSWORTH:  No objection, sir.



           19              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Attorney 



           20   Bloom?  



           21              MR. BAMONTE:  Actually, Attorney 



           22   Bamonte sitting in for Attorney Bloom today.  But 



           23   no objection on behalf of the town.



           24              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Attorney 



           25   Bamonte.  
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            1              Attorney Green and Attorney Laske?  



            2              (No response.) 



            3              MR. MORISSETTE:  Attorney Green and 



            4   Attorney Laske?  



            5              MARK GREENGARDEN:  Unfortunately -- 



            6              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Go ahead.  



            7   I'm sorry, someone was speaking?  



            8              MR. GREENGARDEN:  Unfortunately, 



            9   Attorney Green and Attorney Laske were unavailable 



           10   for today's hearing.  



           11              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you for that 



           12   information.  I very much appreciate that.  Okay.  



           13   We'll move on accordingly.  The Council hereby 



           14   administratively notices these items.  



           15              (Council's Administrative Notice Items 



           16   I-C-1 through I-C-80:  Received in evidence.)



           17              MR. MORISSETTE:  We'll now move to the 



           18   appearance by the applicant.  Will the applicant 



           19   present its witness panel for purposes of taking 



           20   the oath.  Attorney Bachman will administer the 



           21   oath.  



           22              MR. BALDWIN:  Thank you, Mr. 



           23   Morissette.  On behalf of the applicant, my name 



           24   is Kenneth Baldwin with Robinson & Cole.  The 



           25   applicant's witness panel consists of five members 
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            1   who are here in my office in Hartford as well as 



            2   one joining us via Zoom.  They include Tim Parks.  



            3   Tim is a real estate and regulatory specialist 



            4   with Verizon Wireless.  Seated next to Tim is Ziad 



            5   Cheiban, the radio frequency engineer with Verizon 



            6   Wireless responsible for the Woodbridge North 2 



            7   facility.  Next to Mr. Cheiban is Dean Gustafson.  



            8   Mr. Gustafson is a senior wetland scientist and 



            9   professional soil scientist with All-Points 



           10   Technology Corporation.  Next is Brian Gaudet, a 



           11   project manager with All-Points Technology.  And 



           12   at the end of the table is Mike Libertine, LEP and 



           13   director of siting and permitting with All-Points 



           14   Technology.  On the Zoom is Sylvester Bhembe the 



           15   project manager with Hudson Design Group, the 



           16   project engineers.  And I offer them to be sworn 



           17   at this time.  



           18              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Attorney 



           19   Bachman, please administer the oath.  



           20              MS. BACHMAN:  Thank you, Mr. 



           21   Morissette.  Could the witnesses please raise 



           22   their right hand.  



           23   Z I A D   C H E I B A N,



           24   T I M O T H Y   P A R K S,



           25   S Y L V E S T E R   B H E M B E,
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            1   M I C H A E L   L I B E R T I N E,



            2   B R I A N   G A U D E T,



            3   D E A N   G U S T A F S O N,



            4        called as witnesses, being first duly sworn 



            5        (remotely) by Attorney Bachman, were examined 



            6        and testified on their oath as follows:



            7              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Attorney 



            8   Bachman.  



            9              Attorney Baldwin, please begin by 



           10   verifying all the exhibits by the appropriate 



           11   sworn witnesses.  



           12              DIRECT EXAMINATION 



           13              MR. BALDWIN:  Thank you, Mr. 



           14   Morissette.  We have four exhibits listed in the 



           15   hearing program and then two additions that were 



           16   submitted to the Siting Council yesterday.  The 



           17   exhibits under Roman II, Section B, include the 



           18   application and all of its attachments, the bulk 



           19   file exhibits which include the Verizon technical 



           20   report as well as the Town of Woodbridge zoning 



           21   regulations, Inland Wetland regulations and Plan 



           22   of Conservation and Development; the applicant's 



           23   affidavit of publication, dated May 24, 2021; the 



           24   signed protective order for the lease information, 



           25   dated June 3; the applicant's responses to the 
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            1   Council's Interrogatories, Set One, dated June 



            2   30th; the two new exhibits, we submitted a sign 



            3   posting affidavit from Brian Gaudet, and then 



            4   lastly, a revised viewshed map which is designed 



            5   to replace the viewshed map contained in 



            6   applicant's Exhibit 1, attachment 9.  And I 



            7   actually had to resend that out to all the parties 



            8   this morning because there was some corruption of 



            9   certain data in the legend, so I did send out 



           10   another PDF of that map this morning.  



           11              So with that information I'll ask our 



           12   witnesses, did you prepare or assist in the 



           13   preparation of all of those exhibits listed in the 



           14   hearing program under Roman II, subsection B, 



           15   including the two additional exhibits, the sign 



           16   posting affidavit and revised viewshed map, which 



           17   we will qualify going forward as the applicant's 



           18   exhibits?  



           19              Mr. Parks.  



           20              THE WITNESS (Parks):  Yes.



           21              MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Cheiban.  



           22              THE WITNESS (Cheiban): Yes.  



           23              MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Gustafson.



           24              THE WITNESS (Gustafson): Yes.



           25              MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Gaudet.
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            1              THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  Yes.  



            2              MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Libertine.



            3              THE WITNESS (Libertine): Yes.



            4              MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Bhembe.  



            5              THE WITNESS (Bhembe):  Yes.



            6              MR. BALDWIN:  And do you have any 



            7   corrections, modifications or clarifications you 



            8   want to offer to any of those exhibits?  



            9              Mr. Parks.  



           10              THE WITNESS (Parks):  No.  



           11              MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Cheiban.



           12              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  No.



           13              MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Gustafson.



           14              THE WITNESS (Gustafson): No.  



           15              MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Gaudet.



           16              THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  Yes.  One 



           17   correction, as Attorney Baldwin stated.  On page 



           18   15, paragraph 2 of the application, it currently 



           19   reads 47 acres of seasonal visibility which was a 



           20   carryover from when it was 140 foot original tower 



           21   height.  That should read 39 acres.  That has also 



           22   been updated, as was referenced, attachment 9, the 



           23   last page on the topographic viewshed has been 



           24   revised and submitted as Exhibit 6.  



           25              I also just want to point out a couple 
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            1   clarifications on the photos under attachment 9 



            2   for addresses.  Photo 15, there's a discrepancy 



            3   between some mapping systems on the streets 



            4   directly across from the host property that can be 



            5   either Burnt Swamp Road or Prospect Road.  So that 



            6   should be seen as Newton Road at Prospect Road, 



            7   and again, it's directly across from 118.  Photo 



            8   16 is directly in front of the property at 114 



            9   Newton Road, and Photo 17 is also at the corner of 



           10   Burnt Swamp and Newton, but that is the Burnt 



           11   Swamp south of what could be described as Prospect 



           12   and Burnt Swamp Road.  



           13              MR. BALDWIN:  Thank you.  Mr. 



           14   Libertine, any clarifications or modifications?



           15              THE WITNESS (Libertine):  I have none 



           16   at this time.



           17              MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Bhembe, any 



           18   clarifications or modifications? 



           19              THE WITNESS (Bhembe):  No.



           20              MR. BALDWIN:  And with those 



           21   modifications and clarifications, is the 



           22   information contained in those exhibits true and 



           23   accurate to the best of your knowledge?  



           24              Mr. Parks.  



           25              THE WITNESS (Parks): Yes.  
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            1              MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Cheiban.



            2              THE WITNESS (Cheiban): Yes.



            3              MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Gustafson.



            4              THE WITNESS (Gustafson): Yes.  



            5              MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Gaudet.



            6              THE WITNESS (Gaudet): Yes.  



            7              MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Libertine.



            8              THE WITNESS (Libertine): Yes.  



            9              MR. BALDWIN:  And Mr. Bhembe.



           10              THE WITNESS (Bhembe):  Yes.



           11              MR. BALDWIN:  And do you adopt the 



           12   information contained in those exhibits as your 



           13   testimony in this proceeding?  



           14              Mr. Parks.  



           15              THE WITNESS (Parks):  Yes.  



           16              MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Cheiban.  



           17              THE WITNESS (Cheiban): Yes.  



           18              MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Gustafson.



           19              THE WITNESS (Gustafson): Yes.  



           20              MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Gaudet.



           21              THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  Yes.  



           22              MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Libertine.



           23              THE WITNESS (Libertine):  Yes.  



           24              MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Bhembe.



           25              THE WITNESS (Bhembe):  Yes.
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            1              MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Morissette, we offer 



            2   them as full exhibits.



            3              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Attorney 



            4   Baldwin.  



            5              Does any party or intervenor object to 



            6   the admission of the applicant's exhibits?  



            7   Attorney Ainsworth.  



            8              MR. AINSWORTH:  No, sir.  Thank you.  



            9              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Attorney 



           10   Bamonte.  



           11              MR. BAMONTE:  No objection.  



           12              MR. MORISSETTE:  We will skip Attorney 



           13   Green and Attorney Laske because they're not 



           14   present.  The exhibits are hereby admitted.  



           15              (Applicant's Exhibits II-B-1 through 



           16   II-B-6:  Received in evidence - described in 



           17   index.)



           18              MR. MORISSETTE:  We will now begin with 



           19   cross-examination of the applicant by the Council, 



           20   starting with Mr. Mercier and following with Mr. 



           21   Silvestri.  Mr. Mercier.  



           22              CROSS-EXAMINATION 



           23              MR. MERCIER:  Thank you.  I'll begin by 



           24   asking a few questions regarding the radio 



           25   frequency modeling for the site, and I'll be 
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            1   referring mostly to the responses to the Council 



            2   Interrogatory Exhibit 4 that's near the back of 



            3   that document.  There's a drive test plot.  I'll 



            4   also be looking at the coverage plots in the 



            5   application that's behind attachment 6, and there 



            6   might be part of the text of the application 



            7   itself I'll be referring to.  



            8              Now, on page 7 of the application there 



            9   was a statement that there was little to no 



           10   wireless service for the 1900 hundred megahertz 



           11   and 2100 megahertz frequencies, but it didn't 



           12   reference any other frequencies.  So I'm 



           13   wondering, are those two frequencies, that is the 



           14   1900 and 2100 megahertz, are those the only 



           15   concern for this site?  



           16              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  No, the concern 



           17   is for all our frequencies.  700 megahertz is our 



           18   frequency that propagates the farthest and we 



           19   consider our coverage layer, and even at that 



           20   frequency we have very poor coverage in that area 



           21   in the northeast portion of Woodbridge around 



           22   where the State Highway 67 and State Highway 63 



           23   and the vicinity around there.



           24              MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  Yes, referring to 



           25   the coverage plots for the 700 for the existing, 
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            1   you see the site in the middle of a yellow and 



            2   pretty much green area.  Can you just tell me what 



            3   level of service you have right now for the yellow 



            4   zone and how does that impact your wireless 



            5   service to customers?  



            6              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Yes.  So yellow 



            7   is what we would consider where it can get outdoor 



            8   coverage, so if you're not inside a car.  And 



            9   green would be vehicular levels.  So basically if 



           10   somebody is driving along these roads in a 



           11   vehicle, they would be able to get service.  



           12              MR. MORISSETTE:  If I could interrupt 



           13   for a moment?  If you could just state your names 



           14   before testifying, that would be helpful.  



           15              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Okay.  So this 



           16   is Ziad Cheiban, the RF engineer with Verizon.  We 



           17   also submitted what we call a drive test of our 



           18   existing system for that area, and that's 



           19   basically a test done with a phone inside a 



           20   vehicle, and that was submitted as part of Exhibit 



           21   4, I believe, in response to the interrogatory.  



           22   And that shows that we have marginal to no 



           23   coverage along State Highway 67 and State Highway 



           24   63.  



           25              MR. MERCIER:  Referring to the drive 









                                      25                         



�





                                                                 





            1   test, was that conducted at the 700 megahertz 



            2   frequency?  



            3              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  So that, what 



            4   it's showing is the 700 megahertz, but it's 



            5   basically, it will typically show whatever the 



            6   best frequency that the phone could use, and in 



            7   that case it is the 700, but even that one is poor 



            8   to nonexistent.



            9              MR. MERCIER:  Do you know the date when 



           10   this drive test was conducted?  



           11              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  I do not have 



           12   that in front of me.  We can look that up and 



           13   answer afterwards.



           14              MR. MERCIER:  Now, looking at this 



           15   drive test, it really focuses on the Route 67 and 



           16   63 area.  Now, is that the primary concern for 



           17   this site?  



           18              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  I mean, that is 



           19   definitely one of the primary concerns, but also 



           20   the, you know, the side streets and the 



           21   neighborhoods around there.  Actually, Newton Road 



           22   is also on that drive test.  That also has very 



           23   poor coverage.



           24              MR. MERCIER:  I'm sorry, what road was 



           25   that?  
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            1              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Newton Road.



            2              MR. MERCIER:  Going through the 



            3   application, there was a statement.  It was 



            4   attachment 16.  It was like a slide show to the 



            5   town, I believe, and one of the slides said, you 



            6   know, one of the reasons you needed the site was 



            7   it was an area with high concentration of network 



            8   extenders.  What do you mean by "network 



            9   extenders"?  



           10              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad 



           11   Cheiban, RF engineer with Verizon.  So network 



           12   extenders is a device that you can hook up to your 



           13   internet that provides -- it's basically finding a 



           14   cell site that can cover your home or a portion of 



           15   your home.  And these are typically provided to 



           16   customers that complain about having no coverage 



           17   inside their home.  



           18              MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  Thank you.  



           19   Looking through the coverage maps, I was looking 



           20   at the 1900 megahertz and the 850 megahertz 



           21   existing service, and it showed that some of these 



           22   sites to the southeast did not have any type of 



           23   service in that frequency; is that correct?  



           24              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Ziad Cheiban, 



           25   RF engineer.  Yes, that is correct.  We are in the 
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            1   process of augmenting our existing cell sites with 



            2   additional frequencies, and at this time these 



            3   have not been completed yet.  



            4              MR. MERCIER:  And what would be the 



            5   purpose of adding these different frequencies to 



            6   existing and also this proposed site?  



            7              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  The main 



            8   purpose would be to increase the capacity.  We 



            9   also use -- so we are reusing our 850 megahertz 



           10   which used to be, this was for our 3G network.  We 



           11   are using it now to deploy our newer 5G network.  



           12              MR. MERCIER:  Thank you.  And just to 



           13   go back to the, you had the yellow and the green 



           14   you discussed, one was outdoor, the green was for 



           15   vehicle.  So the purpose of this site, is the 



           16   purpose to get in-building coverage as much as you 



           17   can?  



           18              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Ziad Cheiban 



           19   again.  Yes, that would be desirable.  I mean, 



           20   there are multiple objectives.  I mean, one of the 



           21   key objectives is the highways, but also getting 



           22   coverage inside some of those neighborhoods is 



           23   desired.  



           24              MR. MERCIER:  Back to attachment 16, 



           25   that was the town's slide show.  There was a drive 
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            1   test in there, but it looks slightly different 



            2   than the one that was submitted with the Council 



            3   interrogatory responses.  Was there an earlier 



            4   drive test or a later drive test or a different 



            5   drive test conducted?  



            6              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad 



            7   Cheiban.  I just need a minute to look that up.  



            8   Just hang on one second.  (Pause)  Yeah, I believe 



            9   that was done at a different time but it shows 



           10   similar results, you know, roughly speaking, to 



           11   the other one.  



           12              MR. MERCIER:  Thank you.  I have a 



           13   reference in the technical report, but I also 



           14   believe it's in the site search summary, there was 



           15   a search area map that had a search ring dated May 



           16   2014, and there was a followup by March 2016.  So 



           17   I'm just trying to determine why the search ring 



           18   was shifted to the south.  I'm not sure if you're 



           19   the individual I should be asking that question 



           20   to.  



           21              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Yes.  This is 



           22   Ziad Cheiban again.  So this search ring has been 



           23   worked on since 2015 -- or maybe 2014, sorry.  So 



           24   initially we were trying to find something in the 



           25   area of concern near the intersection of State 
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            1   Highway 67 and State Highway 63.  We were 



            2   unsuccessful, and so we shifted the search ring to 



            3   the south to increase the likelihood of finding 



            4   something.  



            5              MR. MERCIER:  So the initial goal was 



            6   to put something up at that intersection, if I 



            7   heard you correctly, but if you don't find any 



            8   suitable properties then you just move the search 



            9   ring to find something that might be good but not 



           10   the best.  Is that the way to put it?  



           11              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Yeah, this is 



           12   Ziad Cheiban.  That, I think, would be an accurate 



           13   statement.  



           14              MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  Looking at the 



           15   coverage maps again, you know, with the proposed 



           16   site there will still be some deficiency along, 



           17   coverage deficiency along Route 67 to the north at 



           18   700 megahertz.  And according to the application, 



           19   Cellco intends to install a small cell up in that 



           20   area.  Do you know, if this site was approved and 



           21   constructed at 100 feet, what would be the 



           22   deficiency on Route 67 in miles that would need to 



           23   be covered, you know, what would be the deficient 



           24   coverage remaining if you construct the tower as 



           25   proposed?  
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            1              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad 



            2   Cheiban.  I don't have measurements of that 



            3   deficiency, but, you know, just kind of eyeballing 



            4   it, it looks around, a little bit less than a 



            5   mile.  



            6              MR. BALDWIN:  We can take that as a 



            7   homework assignment, Mr. Morissette, and get you a 



            8   more precise figure.  



            9              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  



           10              MR. MERCIER:  I guess related to that 



           11   is, would you attempt to leave the green areas out 



           12   or maybe focus on one of the two yellow areas 



           13   either to the northwest or southeast of kind of 



           14   the green area, or is the intent of the small cell 



           15   to cover the entire thing?  



           16              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  I am sorry, can 



           17   you repeat the question?  



           18              MR. MERCIER:  If you do install a small 



           19   cell in that area, is the intent to cover that 



           20   entire area that's marked in yellow and green?  



           21              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  The intent is 



           22   to -- so this is Ziad Cheiban.  The intent is to 



           23   cover the area in yellow.  



           24              MR. MERCIER:  Would the intent also be 



           25   to provide service to the, it looks like 
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            1   residential streets to the southwest of Route 67 



            2   that are also in yellow, or is it mainly focused 



            3   on the road itself, Route 67, that is?  



            4              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Ziad Cheiban.  



            5   It will partially cover some of those 



            6   neighborhoods but not entirely.  



            7              MR. MERCIER:  Do you have a location 



            8   picked out for a small cell?  I'm just wondering 



            9   if it's a building or is it going to be a utility 



           10   pole type installation.  



           11              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad 



           12   Cheiban again.  We are searching currently, I 



           13   mean, we're searching, looking at utility poles, 



           14   but we don't have a location finalized.  



           15              MR. MERCIER:  When you do a utility 



           16   pole installation, are the antennas just for 700 



           17   megahertz or are other frequencies included?  



           18              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad 



           19   Cheiban.  There are limitations to how much 



           20   equipment we can put on utility poles by the 



           21   utility companies, and so we typically deploy two 



           22   frequencies because that's the limit.  And so it's 



           23   going to be either 700 and 850 or 1900 and 2100.  



           24   And again, since we have not finalized the 



           25   location, that has not been determined yet.  
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            1              MR. MERCIER:  Yes, understood.  Thank 



            2   you.  So when you install the two frequency type 



            3   system, what would be the limitations for wireless 



            4   service in those areas, if any?  



            5              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  I mean, the 



            6   limitation would -- I mean, in this case, because 



            7   we're just using this to supplement the proposed 



            8   site, it's not severe.  I mean, we can't deploy 



            9   the full complement of frequencies that are owned 



           10   by Verizon, but, you know, it would be good enough 



           11   to provide service to the cars along that highway.



           12              MR. MERCIER:  For a utility mount small 



           13   cell, I guess we'll just call it the typical one, 



           14   anybody have any information as to what the cost 



           15   of that is?  That includes, you know, going on the 



           16   pole, installing all the equipment, and any other 



           17   type of services or fees that go into constructing 



           18   it.  



           19              MR. BALDWIN:  I think we better take 



           20   that as a homework assignment as well, Mr. 



           21   Morissette.  



           22              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Attorney 



           23   Baldwin.  



           24              MR. MERCIER:  In the interrogatories 



           25   the Council requested several plots from some 
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            1   different properties in the area that were 



            2   rejected for a cell tower site and one of them -- 



            3   hold on for a second, please.  I'm going to have 



            4   to refer to the actual plots.  They're in the back 



            5   of the interrogatories if anybody is following 



            6   along the website.  There is a location number 5 



            7   that's called 46 Burnt Swamp Road.  It was a town 



            8   owned parcel according to the site search summary.  



            9   Did the town offer this property as a potential 



           10   tower location?  



           11              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad 



           12   Cheiban.  Yes, that was a property that was 



           13   suggested by the town.  



           14              MR. MERCIER:  Did anyone visit the 



           15   site, that location, the 46 Burnt Swamp Road 



           16   location?  



           17              MR. BALDWIN:  I'm sorry, Mr. Mercier, 



           18   you got garbled there for a second.  Could you 



           19   repeat that question?  



           20              MR. MERCIER:  Yes.  For site location 



           21   5, that was 46 Burnt Swamp Road, did anybody go 



           22   out and examine the site from Cellco?  



           23              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad 



           24   Cheiban.  I don't think we visited that location.  



           25              MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  Thank you.  I 
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            1   guess I'm asking just because I'm looking at the 



            2   coverage plots that were submitted from that 



            3   location, you know, obviously it was a town 



            4   suggested location.  I'm looking at the coverage 



            5   plot at 700 megahertz, and it appears that it 



            6   offers pretty much similar coverage to the 



            7   proposed site where there would be a deficiency 



            8   along Route 67 which would be the same, pretty 



            9   much, as would be offered by the proposed site.  



           10   Would you agree with that assessment that 46 Burnt 



           11   Swamp Road offers pretty much similar coverage as 



           12   the proposed site?  



           13              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad 



           14   Cheiban.  So there are two things to note.  First 



           15   of all, so the property at 46 Burnt Swamp Road is 



           16   90 feet lower in elevation than the proposed site 



           17   at 118 Newton Road.  And this propagation plot was 



           18   ran with the tower at 180 feet.  But to answer 



           19   your question directly, it doesn't do quite as 



           20   well as the proposed location even though it is a 



           21   lot taller, but it does cover State Highway 63, 



           22   you know, in a similar, to a similar extent.



           23              THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  Mr. Mercier, 



           24   this is Dean Gustafson from All-Points.  Just to 



           25   provide you some additional information on 46 
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            1   Burnt Swamp Road, we were provided that property 



            2   to look at a desktop level review.  We did assess 



            3   it to determine what possible design constraints 



            4   it could encumber.  The property is encumbered 



            5   significantly by wetlands.  We did provide 



            6   coordinates to the RF engineer of a possible 



            7   location on that property, but I'd also point out 



            8   that there is a conservation easement on that 



            9   parcel and it's also located within a public water 



           10   supply watershed.  



           11              THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  Mr. Mercier, 



           12   this is Brian Gaudet with All-Points.  Also 



           13   looking at that proposed location, that parcel 



           14   there, you're talking now 180 foot tower to obtain 



           15   similar coverage in a similar setting in that 



           16   there are residences essentially surrounding that 



           17   parcel.  So I think from that standpoint as well 



           18   it does not bode quite as well as the current 



           19   proposed site.  



           20              MR. MERCIER:  I was looking at some of 



           21   the mapping.  I think on your visibility map there 



           22   is some land trust property around there, 



           23   according to your mapping, you modeled at 180.  So 



           24   there was a conservation easement put on there so 



           25   that would preclude development of the parcel, is 
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            1   that correct, your understanding?  



            2              THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  It's listed 



            3   on the town's land trust website as having a 



            4   conservation easement.  Sorry, Dean Gustafson from 



            5   All-Points.  I'm not sure what restrictions for 



            6   development are associated with that conservation 



            7   easement.  



            8              MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  I'm just 



            9   interested because the town suggested it.  Thank 



           10   you.  Moving on to site search, this is the 



           11   application, attachment 8, there is a site search 



           12   summary in there and description of sites.  



           13   Looking at property number 7, did the Woodbridge 



           14   Park Association offer this property for potential 



           15   use?  That's the 7 Meeting House Lane property.  



           16   It says the owner is Woodbridge Park Association.  



           17              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This Ziad 



           18   Cheiban.  I believe this one was suggested by the 



           19   town.  



           20              MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  Woodbridge Park 



           21   Association, I'm not sure if that's a town entity 



           22   or some other type of entity, however.  



           23              THE WITNESS (Parks):  Tim Parks from 



           24   Verizon.  We believe this is a town entity.  



           25              MR. MERCIER:  Thank you.  Looking at 
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            1   the site search map, I could see parcel 12, which 



            2   is a pretty large parcel, and then to the 



            3   southeast there's a parcel 2.  In between those 



            4   two there appears to be some kind of vacant land.  



            5   Was there any type of investigation in that 



            6   particular area for a potential site?  



            7              MR. BALDWIN:  Just to clarify, Mr. 



            8   Mercier, you're looking at the area on that aerial 



            9   photograph between the parcel labeled as number 12 



           10   and the parcel labeled number 2?  



           11              MR. MERCIER:  That's correct.  It looks 



           12   like there's two roads that kind of dead end at 



           13   some undeveloped land that are marked.  I can't 



           14   read them right at this second.  



           15              THE WITNESS (Libertine):  White Oak 



           16   Lane.  



           17              MR. MERCIER:  Yes, it's one of them.  



           18   Yes.  Thank you.



           19              THE WITNESS (Parks):  This is Tim Parks 



           20   from Verizon.  We did not physically look at the 



           21   site.  



           22              MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  For parcel 12 



           23   that's a preserve that has conservation 



           24   restriction; is that correct?  



           25              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  That is 
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            1   correct.  This is Ziad Cheiban.  Yes, it does have 



            2   a conservation easement again from the 



            3   Woodbridge Land Trust.  



            4              MR. MERCIER:  Moving over to the right 



            5   side of the diagram, there is the large Regional 



            6   Water Authority parcels marked as number 4.  Was 



            7   the Regional Water Authority receptive to 



            8   potentially allowing you to construct a tower on 



            9   their land?  



           10              THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  Dean 



           11   Gustafson from All-Points.  We did take a look at 



           12   the Regional Water Company land to determine if 



           13   there were any possible suitable locations for 



           14   siting a cell tower.  We determined that all of 



           15   that land is either class 1 or class 2 watershed 



           16   land.  So, in accordance with Connecticut General 



           17   Statutes 25-32, there are significant restrictions 



           18   for doing any type of commercial development on 



           19   water company land, and it has to, at a minimum, 



           20   show that there's some, the action has some 



           21   benefit to the watershed.  So it requires not only 



           22   approval by the Regional Water Authority but also 



           23   a permit from the Department of Public Health.  



           24              I was privy to correspondence between 



           25   the Regional Water Authority and one of Verizon's 









                                      39                         



�





                                                                 





            1   site acquisition agents who had reached out, and 



            2   the Regional Water Authority essentially responded 



            3   saying they were concerned about the lack of 



            4   access in proximity to wetlands on that property 



            5   and stressed that the property is held for the 



            6   protection of the public water supply.  They 



            7   reiterated that it would require their approval to 



            8   put forth a permit to the Department of Public 



            9   Health, and indicated that it would be very 



           10   unlikely that the Regional Water Authority would 



           11   approve such a matter or the Department of Public 



           12   Health would approve it.  



           13              MR. MERCIER:  Thank you for that 



           14   clarification.  



           15              THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  You're 



           16   welcome.  



           17              MR. MERCIER:  In discussions with the 



           18   town for potential alternative sites, was any 



           19   mention of the Amity High School property, was 



           20   that property brought up as a potential tower 



           21   location?  



           22              THE WITNESS (Parks):  This is Tim 



           23   Parks.  No, it was not.  



           24              MR. MERCIER:  I'm going to move on to 



           25   Interrogatory 36.  It basically stated that, you 
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            1   know, a tree tower could mitigate some of the 



            2   views of the tower.  



            3              THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  Sorry to 



            4   interrupt you, Mr. Mercier.  This is Dean 



            5   Gustafson from All-Points.  I just got some 



            6   clarification on a question you had earlier about 



            7   what appears to be undeveloped land between on the 



            8   site location map properties number 2 and number 



            9   12.  And there is some open space land there.  I 



           10   believe it's owned by the Town of Woodbridge.  We 



           11   did look at that area from a desktop analysis 



           12   standpoint.  On the mapping it shows, you know, 



           13   we're in proximity to White Oak Lane and Forest 



           14   Glen Drive.  That area of open undeveloped land 



           15   that's surrounded by residential, the development 



           16   is just to the west of that.  There's also a 



           17   street in between there called Orchard Street that 



           18   appears to provide access to that property.  



           19              I reviewed that and looked at the 



           20   possible design constraints, topography and 



           21   wetlands.  And the property is encumbered 



           22   significantly by a variety of wetland and stream 



           23   resources.  And with the access provided off of 



           24   Orchard Street, I was unable to find any possible 



           25   suitable location for a tower site on that parcel 









                                      41                         



�





                                                                 





            1   without significant wetland and watercourse 



            2   resource impacts.  So I just wanted to clarify 



            3   that for you.  Thank you.  



            4              MR. MERCIER:  Thank you.  Actually, I 



            5   just picked up the revised viewshed map, and I 



            6   just noticed that that was marked as blue.  It 



            7   looks like an extension of the preserve.  That's 



            8   how it's marked, however.  Yeah, I see that's 



            9   municipal or some type of land trust property.  



           10   Thank you.



           11              THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  Sorry for the 



           12   interruption.  



           13              MR. MERCIER:  So for a tree tower, 



           14   would Cellco consider installing one at this site 



           15   if it was approved?  



           16              THE WITNESS (Parks):  This is Tim Parks 



           17   from Cellco.  We would consider installing a 



           18   monopine, if approved.



           19              MR. MERCIER:  For the site, the 100 



           20   foot tower, do you know roughly what the cost 



           21   difference is, you know, would there be a cost 



           22   increase to install the tower; and if so, what's 



           23   that based on, the foundation, the metal, or a 



           24   combination of everything?  



           25              THE WITNESS (Parks):  This is Tim Parks 
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            1   from Cellco.  There would be a relatively 



            2   significant increase in the cost of the 



            3   installation of a monopine as compared to a 



            4   monopole.  The exact number I can determine during 



            5   our break.  



            6              MR. MERCIER:  Thank you.  Now, when 



            7   Cellco goes ahead and constructs tree towers in 



            8   other areas, I'll just say New England or 



            9   Connecticut or just the region, does Cellco use 



           10   one vendor or are there multiple vendors for the 



           11   tree tower design?  



           12              THE WITNESS (Libertine):  This is Mike 



           13   Libertine.  There have been in the past multiple 



           14   vendors.  They have consolidated, and at this time 



           15   I believe on the east coast you're limited to 



           16   either one or two.  



           17              MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  I guess my 



           18   question has to do with, you know, given the new 



           19   technology today and larger platforms and more 



           20   equipment on the platforms, I just want to know, 



           21   if anybody has seen the current design, if the 



           22   branches would conceal the platforms and antennas 



           23   within, you know, on the tree tower, would there 



           24   be concealment?  



           25              THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  This is Brian 
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            1   Gaudet with All-Points.  So the monopine towers 



            2   can be designed essentially to the request of the 



            3   tower developer, landlords, any other party that 



            4   has an interest in the design.  So they can be 



            5   sort of that standard straight up and down every 



            6   branch is the same width.  You can have them 



            7   designed to bow out more at the bottom, have a 



            8   conical top to make it appear a little bit more 



            9   natural.  You can increase the branching in 



           10   between, you know, the per foot branching.  So 



           11   there's a lot of different things you can do to 



           12   conceal each array appropriately.  



           13              THE WITNESS (Libertine):  This is Mike 



           14   Libertine.  Yeah, they're essentially custom to 



           15   the design for that particular arrangement.  And 



           16   as another carrier comes to use it, they would do 



           17   a similar arrangement so that it would conceal the 



           18   antennas and the appurtenances on the tower 



           19   itself.  



           20              THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  Brian Gaudet.  



           21   Just to add to the design, some of the design 



           22   features.  When you're looking to create sort of 



           23   that more natural looking evergreen, you do have 



           24   to add some additional height to the tower in the 



           25   form of branching.  That can be anywhere between 5 
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            1   to 15 feet depending on how wide the antenna array 



            2   at the top is to make it look natural.  



            3              MR. MERCIER:  Thank you.  I just want 



            4   to ensure for a tree tower that the antennas are 



            5   concealed within the branching.  So I assume -- 



            6   for a full platform how far out would these 



            7   branches have to extend, anybody have any idea?  



            8   Say if there was a platform put on a 100 foot 



            9   height of this tower, you know, how far out would 



           10   the antennas have to go to conceal them?  



           11              THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  Brian Gaudet.  



           12   You're talking 12 foot arrays is a pretty standard 



           13   width.  So you'd be looking at anywhere between 13 



           14   and 14 feet to really mask the antennas behind 



           15   that outside branching.  (Pause)  So sorry, good 



           16   point, 6 feet either side of the pole.  So you're 



           17   looking 7 to 8 feet per branch out from the 



           18   monopole center, so a total width of about 13, 14 



           19   feet.  



           20              MR. MERCIER:  Thank you.  If a tree 



           21   tower was used, would painting the antennas help, 



           22   help conceal them within the branch structure?  



           23              THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  Brian Gaudet.  



           24   There's painting that can be done.  There's also, 



           25   they make some mesh socks that help blend it in, 
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            1   sort of a greenish camouflage color.  So you can 



            2   certainly hide them, whereas you've got sort of 



            3   the beige or white face of the standard panel 



            4   antennas which would stick out more in green 



            5   branching.  



            6              MR. MERCIER:  For the socks, the 



            7   antenna socks I'll call them, you put them on top 



            8   of the antennas, it looks like needles, are there 



            9   any type of performance issues or maintenance 



           10   issues with those socks, you have to take them off 



           11   to fix antennas or anything of that nature?  



           12              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad 



           13   Cheiban.  Yeah, they probably would need to be 



           14   taken off to, you know, do maintenance on the 



           15   antennas.  I am not aware of any performance 



           16   issues with them.  



           17              MR. MERCIER:  Thank you.  For this 



           18   particular tower, did the town express any 



           19   interest in locating any emergency antennas on top 



           20   of the tower?  



           21              THE WITNESS (Parks):  This is Tim Parks 



           22   with Cellco.  They have not.  



           23              MR. MERCIER:  If an emergency provider 



           24   wanted to go on the tower, I'm going to presume at 



           25   the top, and they install whip antennas, if a tree 
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            1   tower is used, how could the whip antennas be 



            2   accommodated?  



            3              THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  Brian Gaudet.  



            4   Typically the whip antennas are installed on a 



            5   much less substantial mount than what you would 



            6   see for a low profile platform that the carriers 



            7   use.  So I would assume that there would be enough 



            8   space where they could mount it.  As far as 



            9   screening goes from a visibility standpoint, as 



           10   you mentioned, they're typically whip antennas, 



           11   very thin profile.  It would be, I think, a little 



           12   bit excessive to try and design the tree to screen 



           13   a 15 foot whip antenna on top, but we found that 



           14   the visibility of those whip antennas outside of a 



           15   quarter mile is almost indiscernible to the naked 



           16   eye.  



           17              THE WITNESS (Libertine):  This is Mike 



           18   Libertine.  I'd also add that there's no guarantee 



           19   that they would want the top spot.  We've often 



           20   seen those emergency providers, as long as there's 



           21   no interference with the carriers, coming down a 



           22   little bit lower and affixing and also be hidden 



           23   within the branching itself.  So it really depends 



           24   on their need.  



           25              MR. MERCIER:  Thank you.  I just have a 
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            1   couple questions about the site plans.  I think 



            2   that's application attachment 1.  I'm just looking 



            3   at site plan C-1.  I believe that's the abutter's 



            4   plan.  It just kind of gives a general oversight 



            5   of the site.  Again, this is plan C-1.  And I'm 



            6   looking at the proposed lease area.  Why was this 



            7   particular location chosen on the site parcel?  



            8              THE WITNESS (Parks):  This is Tim Parks 



            9   from Cellco.  This is where the landlord directed 



           10   us for the tower location.



           11              MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  I wasn't sure if 



           12   the landlord would be amenable to moving the tower 



           13   location and compound slightly, I guess, north 



           14   just so the height is equidistant from the north 



           15   and south property lines.  I don't know if you had 



           16   that discussion previously or is this the only 



           17   location the landlord wanted.  



           18              THE WITNESS (Parks):  This is Tim Parks 



           19   from Cellco.  We could speak to the landlord on 



           20   that.  



           21              MR. MERCIER:  In looking at the plan, I 



           22   just saw a note that there would be an 8 foot high 



           23   chain link fence.  Any type of treatment plan for 



           24   the fence or grass or any other type of visual 



           25   mitigation?  
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            1              MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Bhembe.



            2              THE WITNESS (Bhembe):  Currently the 



            3   site itself doesn't have any screening, but 



            4   screening can be added to it to be in the form of 



            5   green slats if that is required.  



            6              MR. MERCIER:  Okay.  So maybe even, is 



            7   there any issue with putting up a decorative wood 



            8   or a vinyl type fence instead of a chain link?  



            9              THE WITNESS (Bhembe):  A wood fence can 



           10   also be done.  There's no issue with that.  



           11              MR. MERCIER:  And one other note I saw 



           12   in the site plan, it showed a floodlight.  Can you 



           13   just tell me how often it operates, is it on all 



           14   night, or is it on certain times when a technician 



           15   might come to the site when it's dark?  



           16              THE WITNESS (Bhembe):  It's automated 



           17   and it only functions only when the technician is 



           18   on site on a timer.  So the technician will turn 



           19   it on, and it will turn off at a specific time.  



           20              MR. MERCIER:  Thank you.  That was my 



           21   next question.  Thank you very much.  I have no 



           22   other questions at this time.  Thank you.  



           23              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Mr. 



           24   Mercier.  We'll now continue with 



           25   cross-examination by Mr. Silvestri followed by Mr. 
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            1   Hannon.  



            2              Mr. Silvestri.  



            3              MR. SILVESTRI:  Thank you, Mr. 



            4   Morissette.  And good afternoon all.  I have a 



            5   couple follow-up questions to what Mr. Mercier had 



            6   posed.  And I'd like to begin with the potential 



            7   small cell in the area of Route 67.  Could you 



            8   explain how a small cell coverage would actually 



            9   work?  



           10              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Mr. Silvestri, 



           11   this is Ziad Cheiban.  Can you be more specific 



           12   about what you're looking for?  



           13              MR. SILVESTRI:  Well, you would install 



           14   a small cell.  How is it connected to the system?  



           15              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Okay.  This is 



           16   Ziad Cheiban again.  So it is connected through 



           17   fiber back to a hub location which has not been 



           18   determined.  And it has equipment right on the 



           19   utility pole that would have power and fiber 



           20   connected to it and then connected to the antenna.  



           21              MR. SILVESTRI:  So is it the fiber that 



           22   drives the connection for coverage or is it the 



           23   antennae?  



           24              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  So the fiber 



           25   provides what we call the backhaul that basically 
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            1   connects back to, you know, the digital processing 



            2   equipment on the pole itself, there will be a 



            3   radio, and that radio is connected through copper 



            4   cabling to the antennae, and that's what transmits 



            5   the radio energy.  



            6              MR. SILVESTRI:  Got you.  Okay.  And 



            7   then it was mentioned earlier that for existing 



            8   utility poles, if you were to put up a small cell, 



            9   there would be a number of restrictions.  What 



           10   about new poles, if you were to set a new pole, 



           11   would you have the similar restrictions that you 



           12   might have on a utility owned pole?  



           13              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad 



           14   Cheiban again.  So if we were to put a Verizon 



           15   owned pole, assuming we can find a property owner 



           16   that would allow us to do that, we would not have 



           17   the same restrictions as we do when we use the 



           18   poles that are owned by UI.  



           19              MR. SILVESTRI:  Thank you.  One other 



           20   followup right now with what Mr. Mercier had posed 



           21   goes back to the monopine.  In looking at stealth 



           22   designs, was a watch tower ever considered instead 



           23   of a monopine or the regular monopole?  



           24              THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  Brian Gaudet 



           25   with All-Points.  This location, being fairly 
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            1   wooded with really no substantial height in any 



            2   buildings, a watch tower would look a little bit 



            3   out of place here at 100 feet tall.  You're 



            4   adding, the viewshed of a watch tower, you're 



            5   talking at least 3 or 4 poles to support that.  



            6   You're talking, the watch tower at the top of it, 



            7   substantially wider than what you would see with a 



            8   monopole.  



            9              The monopine in this location, I'll 



           10   point you to photo 1 in the photo simulations, 



           11   aside from photo 1, photo 15 and photo 16, where 



           12   you're going to see this tower, a monopine would 



           13   blend in fairly well.  There's a significant 



           14   amount of seasonal visibility.  Most of the 



           15   visibility is within roughly .3 miles of the site.  



           16   And there is some substantial screening with the 



           17   exception of the cleared fields on the host 



           18   property.  So a monopine would do some good 



           19   screening to a number of locations where you would 



           20   have these views, but again, photo 1 is such a 



           21   stark contrast to what is there today that a 



           22   monopine would really stick out to some of these 



           23   immediate nearby abutting properties.  



           24              MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  Thank you for 



           25   your response.  One other followup I had to Mr. 
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            1   Mercier.  When he was talking about the location 



            2   of, or potential location of the tower on the 



            3   property, you had mentioned that it would be a 



            4   discussion with the landowner if it could shift 



            5   one way or another.  As it's proposed right now, 



            6   however, if I measured correctly, I believe that 



            7   the proposed tower will be located about 64 feet 



            8   from the western property line.  So the question I 



            9   have for you, is there a hinge point that would 



           10   keep the tower within the subject property in the 



           11   event of a catastrophic failure?  



           12              THE WITNESS (Parks):  This is Tim Parks 



           13   from Cellco.  We can design it into the tower.  



           14              MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  So there's a 



           15   potential, should the project be approved, of 



           16   possibly working with the landlord to shift the 



           17   whole compound or looking at that hinge point, 



           18   correct?  



           19              THE WITNESS (Parks):  That is correct.  



           20              MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  Thank you.  And 



           21   if I have my notes correct, you're proposing a 30 



           22   kilowatt generator, propane powered, with an 



           23   approximately 500 gallon propane tank.  What's the 



           24   run time that you anticipate?  



           25              THE WITNESS (Parks):  This is Tim Parks 
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            1   from Cellco.  Those vary depending on the location 



            2   of the site.  Typically they can run for five to 



            3   seven days on a full tank of fuel.  



            4              MR. SILVESTRI:  And what provisions do 



            5   you have for storm preparation, you know, based on 



            6   what we just had with Elsa coming through, what do 



            7   you do to prepare your sites to make sure we got 



            8   coverage that would continue during such storms?  



            9              THE WITNESS (Parks):  This is Tim Parks 



           10   from Cellco.  We do top off all of our tanks for 



           11   our sites, as many as we can.  We also ensure that 



           12   the battery backup is available.  



           13              MR. SILVESTRI:  And you would -- go 



           14   ahead.  



           15              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Sorry.  This is 



           16   Ziad Cheiban.  I just wanted to add that we also 



           17   have contractors, you know, we put them on standby 



           18   to refuel the generators when there's a storm or 



           19   other significant event.  



           20              MR. SILVESTRI:  Understood.  Thank you.  



           21   And the generator would be exercised once a week 



           22   to make sure it's operational; is that correct?  



           23              THE WITNESS (Parks):  That is correct, 



           24   for about 10 to 15 minutes.  



           25              MR. SILVESTRI:  Thank you.  Okay.  If I 
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            1   can have you reference page 23 of the application.  



            2   This is the application narrative.  And looking at 



            3   that table, the total estimated cost is listed at 



            4   425,000, but the items included in that estimate 



            5   only total 245,000.  So, I'm looking to see what 



            6   accounts for the $180,000 difference.  



            7              MR. BALDWIN:  Clearly a typo in there 



            8   somewhere, Mr. Silvestri.  And we'll investigate 



            9   that and take that as a homework assignment, if we 



           10   can.  



           11              MR. SILVESTRI:  Yeah, if you could take 



           12   that one along with the question Mr. Mercier had 



           13   added about the additional cost on the monopine, 



           14   that would be appreciated.  



           15              MR. BALDWIN:  Yes.



           16              MR. SILVESTRI:  Thank you.  Now, I want 



           17   to try to understand correctly.  There is a 250 



           18   foot lattice tower that's on West Rock Ridge.  I 



           19   believe the address is 1055 Wintergreen Avenue.  



           20   There is a relatively new cell tower that's over 



           21   on Woodin Street also in Hamden.  Could you 



           22   explain what remains, what the interaction might 



           23   be between those cell towers and what you're 



           24   proposing on Newton Road?  



           25              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad 
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            1   Cheiban.  The tower on West Rock Ridge covers the 



            2   southern portion of State Highway 63.  It really 



            3   does not interact or overlap with the proposed 



            4   facility very much.  The other tower that you 



            5   mentioned does not cover this area at all.  



            6              MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  But when you say 



            7   "very much," there is some overlap with what 



            8   you're proposing for the existing tower, correct?  



            9              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  There is a very 



           10   small amount of overlap.  



           11              MR. SILVESTRI:  All right.  So related 



           12   to that, is the 250 foot lattice tower on West 



           13   Rock Ridge, is that still slated to go away?  



           14              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad 



           15   Cheiban.  So our sites, our equipment that is on 



           16   that tower is slated to be decommissioned, but not 



           17   the tower itself.  



           18              MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  So I guess an 



           19   obvious question I'm going to pose, why not keep 



           20   your equipment on that lattice tower and try to 



           21   hook up something along the lines of small cells 



           22   to the area that you're looking to provide 



           23   additional coverage?  



           24              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad 



           25   Cheiban again.  So we have -- there are several 
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            1   constraints or issues with small cells.  One of 



            2   them is that we cannot put power back up on the 



            3   poles owned by United Illuminating.  So in case of 



            4   a storm, anything like that, we would lose 



            5   service.  The other issue is they don't allow us 



            6   to deploy all of the frequencies that we currently 



            7   own because of the restrictions on the equipment 



            8   that we can attach to these poles.  So these are 



            9   general concerns.  



           10              Now, specifically to this area we have 



           11   looked and there aren't -- there are very few 



           12   poles that are unencumbered by electrical 



           13   equipment and that we can actually use.  



           14   Specifically, I mean, we're not able to come up 



           15   with a design that would cover this area.  In many 



           16   places the trees are actually taller than the 



           17   utility poles in this area of Woodbridge which 



           18   would block, you know, some of the radio signal.  



           19              MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  But if I'm 



           20   hearing correctly, you're looking at existing 



           21   utility poles at this point.  Again, I had posed 



           22   the question, one, about new poles in relation to 



           23   Route 67, but also what about buildings, there's a 



           24   number of buildings within the area ranging from 



           25   Blue Check Deli, which is up on 63, you have a 
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            1   number of buildings, Solun Tapas over on Amity 



            2   Road, Crest Lincoln Mercury, People's Bank, a 



            3   number of other facilities that might be potential 



            4   for putting on rooftop small cells.  Could you 



            5   tell me about the potential to use those 



            6   facilities?  



            7              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad 



            8   Cheiban.  I have not evaluated these buildings, so 



            9   I cannot really answer that.  



           10              MR. BALDWIN:  We can take a look at 



           11   some of those buildings, Mr. Silvestri, between 



           12   now and the next hearing and report back on what I 



           13   believe to be your question related to small cell 



           14   opportunities.



           15              MR. SILVESTRI:  Attorney Baldwin, I 



           16   would appreciate that.  Again, the next series of 



           17   questions I have for you are also looking at what 



           18   we might have for alternatives.  And again, I 



           19   don't know if what I just mentioned with West Rock 



           20   Ridge small cells on existing buildings up and 



           21   down Amity Road might do it, but you could provide 



           22   that information.  



           23              But the followup I have for you, going 



           24   back to the site search summary, you have area 4 



           25   that is the water company property there, and the 
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            1   one I'm looking at, in particular, is right near 



            2   Lake Dawson on Route 69.  I drive that from time 



            3   to time.  I know there's a cell tower as I drive 



            4   north.  It's on the left-hand side.  And I don't 



            5   know if Verizon is on that cell tower, so let me 



            6   ask you that first.  Is Verizon on that cell tower 



            7   just south of area 4 on your site location map 



            8   near Lake Dawson?  



            9              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad 



           10   Cheiban.  No, we are not currently on this tower.  



           11              MR. SILVESTRI:  You're not on there, 



           12   okay.  Because you investigated areas around that 



           13   tower, is there a potential to locate your antenna 



           14   on that tower to provide coverage in the areas 



           15   that are needed?  



           16              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad 



           17   Cheiban.  That location is significantly lower in 



           18   elevation than the area we're trying to cover, and 



           19   it is also more than 2 miles away.  So it would 



           20   not really provide the coverage that we need where 



           21   we need it.  



           22              MR. SILVESTRI:  I don't know the 



           23   elevation of the existing cell tower, so that's a 



           24   little bit difficult for me to put in perspective.  



           25   But when you mentioned it's 2 miles away, why then 
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            1   did you investigate all the areas for the Regional 



            2   Water Company if the site I'm mentioning is 



            3   located right near that, wouldn't areas 4 that you 



            4   have on the site search be too far away based on 



            5   what you just said?  



            6              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad 



            7   Cheiban.  Yes, we investigated them because they 



            8   were suggested by the town.  



            9              MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  But you really 



           10   didn't go into -- or did you go into detail about 



           11   trying to locate on that existing tower?  



           12              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad 



           13   Cheiban.  We did not -- I mean, we knew that that 



           14   tower was too far.  Basically it covers more Route 



           15   69, and it would not cover the Route 67 and 63 



           16   which is where we needed the coverage.  



           17              MR. SILVESTRI:  I hear what you're 



           18   saying.  Again, I'm going to put it into the small 



           19   cell context that I mentioned before that I don't 



           20   know if there's a possibility of trying to 



           21   relocate -- or locate on that existing tower and 



           22   again looking at small cells somewhere along Route 



           23   63 that might provide the same type of coverage 



           24   that you're looking for.  So again, I'm still on 



           25   the small cell thing as potential options, if you 
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            1   will, rather than building a new cell tower.  



            2              Let's see.  Mr. Morissette, looking at 



            3   my notes, I believe I covered everything at this 



            4   point that I wanted to.  So I think I'll stop 



            5   there.  Thank you.  



            6              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Mr. 



            7   Silvestri.  We'll now move on to cross-examination 



            8   by Mr. Hannon and followed by Mr. Nguyen.  



            9              Mr. Hannon.  



           10              MR. HANNON:  Thank you.  On page 9 of 



           11   the application it talks about Woodbridge South, 



           12   Woodbridge North, Woodbridge East, Westville West.  



           13   What are the heights of those towers?  



           14              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This Ziad 



           15   Cheiban.  I think we're going to have to take that 



           16   one as homework because I don't have that 



           17   information in front of me.  



           18              MR. HANNON:  Okay.  I was just curious.  



           19   I guess this sort of follows up a little bit with 



           20   what Mr. Mercier was asking and Mr. Silvestri.  



           21   But you have a statement in here, "Cellco is aware 



           22   of no viable and currently available alternatives 



           23   to its system design for carriers licensed by the 



           24   FCC."  This is on the bottom of page 11.  Can you 



           25   please provide some fill-in material as to where 
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            1   you come up with that statement?  I'm just looking 



            2   for some supporting rationale behind that 



            3   statement.  



            4              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad 



            5   Cheiban.  The statement is basically saying that 



            6   there are no existing towers or existing small 



            7   cells that would provide an alternative to what 



            8   we're proposing, or existing buildings.  



            9              MR. HANNON:  I didn't read that as a 



           10   tower because it's talking about no viable and 



           11   currently available alternatives, so I wasn't 



           12   thinking about that as another tower.  So I 



           13   apologize if I misconstrued that.  



           14              On page 13 you talk a little bit about 



           15   how the initial target height was 140 feet and 



           16   then after talking to the town and some of the 



           17   neighboring property owners you settled on a 



           18   height of 100 feet.  What went into that decision 



           19   to go from 140 down to 100, because it seems like 



           20   if 140 was the height you were looking for, 



           21   dropping it 40 feet could be pretty considerable 



           22   in coverage.  So what were the trade-offs from 



           23   going from 140 to 100?  



           24              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad 



           25   Cheiban.  So we are trying to compromise and 
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            1   reduce -- the main idea was to try to reduce the 



            2   visibility, and going from 140 to 100 reduces the 



            3   visibility, and at the same time we added a 



            4   proposed small cell along Route 63 to compensate 



            5   for the weak coverage in that area.  I'm sorry, I 



            6   think it's Route 67.  



            7              MR. HANNON:  And that would be just one 



            8   small cell or would it be more than one?  



            9              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  We're currently 



           10   proposing only one.  



           11              MR. HANNON:  Okay.  The next comment I 



           12   have, it's sort of a minor comment, but you state 



           13   on page 7, the Environmental Assessment Statement 



           14   under the Land, "No trees or ground vegetation 



           15   will need to be cleared and only minimal grading."  



           16   But I'm looking at map C-2.  And is it standard 



           17   practice to keep trees in a compound that are 



           18   going to be 10 feet away from the tower, because I 



           19   don't remember any cell tower sites previously 



           20   before that had the trees in the compound.



           21              THE WITNESS (Bhembe):  Sylvester here.  



           22   The trees in the compound will be removed.  There 



           23   are 6 inch diameter trees were actually marked and 



           24   they will be removed.  And the limit -- 



           25              MR. HANNON:  That's kind of what I 
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            1   thought.  But again, you've got a statement that 



            2   no trees are going to be cut down on the site, so 



            3   that may be something that needs to be fixed.  



            4              I'm jumping to Tab 8.  I know we've 



            5   talked about some of the sites that could have 



            6   been looked at.  In particular, I'm interested in 



            7   number 6, the town's public works garage.  I'm 



            8   sure that you have read the prefile testimony from 



            9   Mr. Feldman, and he's stating in his document that 



           10   one alternative site that was offered to Verizon 



           11   was at the town garage.  I'm assuming that the 



           12   town public works garage, number 6, is the same 



           13   thing that Mr. Feldman was referring to.  



           14              But here's kind of where I'm going with 



           15   this:  You say this parcel is 169 feet lower than 



           16   the proposed site at 118 Newton Road.  So to me 



           17   that's, what, roughly a 270 foot high tower.  So 



           18   what are the differences in cost, visibility, 



           19   things of that nature?  So it's probably a couple 



           20   of folks making some comments on this.  I know 



           21   Mr. Libertine usually deals a lot with some of the 



           22   viewsheds and things of that nature.  But if you 



           23   did go on that site, would the tower need to be 



           24   about 270 feet to accomplish the same thing you're 



           25   trying to do at 118 Newton Road?  
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            1              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Ziad Cheiban.  



            2   So I can address the RF propagation aspect.  So 



            3   that location is not only lower, it's also farther 



            4   away from the target area.  And I don't know that 



            5   a 270 foot tower would even provide the coverage 



            6   that we need.  But the other thing to note is that 



            7   any time you go above 200 feet, the tower needs to 



            8   be lit per FAA regulation.  It becomes very 



            9   visible.  So it is not a good option, but I'll let 



           10   the others speak to the visibility, high 



           11   visibility aspects.  



           12              THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  This is Brian 



           13   Gaudet with All-Points.  So there's a couple 



           14   factors with that Meetinghouse Lane location.  



           15   There are -- well, it's not as populated from a 



           16   residential standpoint.  There are a number of 



           17   open fields down that way.  As you come in towards 



           18   Meetinghouse Lane, it's much more level than some 



           19   of the terrain farther up Newton Road.  At 270 



           20   feet, as Ziad mentioned, you would need to light 



           21   the tower, there's that factor going to it as 



           22   well.  But 270 feet is going to stick out wherever 



           23   you put it.  



           24              I would like to point out too that 



           25   Meetinghouse Lane has a couple properties, at 
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            1   least one property that is registered on the 



            2   National Register of Historic Places.  A 270 foot 



            3   tower right in front of that building probably 



            4   would not go over well with SHPO.  You're also 



            5   now, you're shifting the visibility, and I think 



            6   from a cost standpoint you now have to, you're 



            7   spending an exponential amount of money on the 



            8   electric to run those lights, the maintenance to 



            9   replace those lights.  If the tower needs to be 



           10   painted from an FAA perspective, there's the 



           11   initial cost for that, plus the maintenance on 



           12   that.  So from an operational standpoint, the cost 



           13   goes up pretty significantly.  



           14              MR. HANNON:  Again, there was a 



           15   specific comment made, so I just wanted to get 



           16   something on the record as to what the issue was 



           17   for this particular site.  I don't believe I have 



           18   anything else at this point in time, so thank you.  



           19              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Mr. Hannon.  



           20   I think it would be a perfect time to take a 



           21   15-minute break.  We'll get back to the hearing at 



           22   3:45.  At that time Mr. Nguyen will commence with 



           23   his cross-examination.  Thank you.  We'll see you 



           24   at 3:45.  



           25              (Whereupon, a recess was taken from 
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            1   3:30 p.m. until 3:45 p.m.)  



            2              MR. MORISSETTE:  We'll now continue 



            3   with cross-examination by Mr. Nguyen, followed by 



            4   Mr. Lynch.  Thank you.  



            5              Mr. Nguyen.  



            6              MR. NGUYEN:  Thank you, Mr. Morissette.  



            7   And good afternoon, everyone.  Let me start with 



            8   attachment number 8, the site search summary.  I'm 



            9   looking on page 3 and page 4, and I notice that 



           10   there's about nine sites that were labeled -- were 



           11   rejected by RF design engineers.  I suppose that 



           12   would be you, Mr. Cheiban, and your group; is that 



           13   correct?  



           14              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Yes, that would 



           15   be me.  



           16              MR. NGUYEN:  Now, of all those sites 



           17   that were rejected by you, would you physically 



           18   visit those sites?  



           19              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  No, I did not 



           20   physically visit those sites.  I just evaluated 



           21   them from the desktop.



           22              MR. NGUYEN:  So those sites were 



           23   rejected by you and your group.  Is it you 



           24   personally, or is it a group of engineers?  



           25              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  It is me 
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            1   personally.  



            2              MR. NGUYEN:  Now, to the extent that 



            3   you were not physically at the site, so what are 



            4   the parameters that lead you to reject those 



            5   sites?  



            6              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad 



            7   Cheiban.  So I basically run a propagation map and 



            8   compare to what our coverage objective is.  



            9              MR. AINSWORTH:  Mr. Acting Chair, I 



           10   notice I'm hearing whispering in the room, and 



           11   it's not usually practice to coach witnesses.  



           12              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Attorney 



           13   Ainsworth.  Yes, if we could keep the whispering 



           14   to a minimum, please.  If you need to go off the 



           15   record, please say so.



           16              MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Morissette, it is not 



           17   uncommon for attorneys to speak to their witnesses 



           18   during cross-examination.  I'm not coaching our 



           19   witnesses in any way.  They are very capable of 



           20   answering these questions.  Thank you.



           21              MR. MORISSETTE:  Very good.  Thank you.  



           22   Please continue.  



           23              MR. NGUYEN:  Thank you.  In response to 



           24   Question Number 17, I believe Verizon indicated 



           25   that the proposed facility is capable of providing 
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            1   5G wireless services; is that correct?  



            2              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad 



            3   Cheiban.  Yes, that is correct.



            4              MR. NGUYEN:  And does the company plan 



            5   to provide the 5G in the future?  



            6              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Yes, we are.  



            7              MR. NGUYEN:  And I know there was a lot 



            8   of, there was some discussions regarding the low 



            9   band and midband frequencies that Mr. Mercier 



           10   raised.  Now, what about the higher frequency, the 



           11   28 and 39 gigahertz frequencies known as the 



           12   millimeter-wave spectrum.  Does Verizon intend to 



           13   utilize that frequency in the future?  



           14              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad 



           15   Cheiban.  We do not intend to use the 28 gigahertz 



           16   or 39 gigahertz at this site in the foreseeable 



           17   future.  



           18              MR. NGUYEN:  I'm sorry, you do or you 



           19   don't?  



           20              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  We do not.  



           21              MR. NGUYEN:  Could you please explain 



           22   why.  



           23              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Yes.  This is 



           24   Ziad Cheiban.  So the 28 gigahertz and 39 



           25   gigahertz have a very small coverage footprint, 
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            1   and they are typically used in dense urban areas 



            2   or urban areas, and in this specific location it 



            3   would not make a lot of sense to deploy these.  We 



            4   will, however, be deploying a newly acquired 



            5   C-band which is around 3700 megahertz or 3.7 



            6   gigahertz at this site, and that is also capable 



            7   of 5G.  



            8              MR. NGUYEN:  Now, with respect to the 



            9   small cell application that was raised by Mr. 



           10   Mercier and Mr. Silvestri regarding the small cell 



           11   deployment, would those frequencies, 



           12   millimeter-wave spectrum, would be more 



           13   accommodated by the small cell applications?  



           14              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad 



           15   Cheiban again.  Again, I mean, due to the kind of, 



           16   the environment that this site is, where this site 



           17   is located, which is heavily wooded, the houses 



           18   are far apart, the 28 gigahertz and 39 gigahertz 



           19   would not, you know, it would be extremely 



           20   difficult to get continuous coverage at those 



           21   frequencies.  They work pretty well in more 



           22   built-up areas where the residences or buildings 



           23   are closer together, but in this environment here 



           24   the houses are pretty far apart, and there is a 



           25   lot of trees, it would simply not be able to -- I 
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            1   mean, we would not get good coverage out of those 



            2   frequencies even with small cell.  



            3              MR. NGUYEN:  But you are comparing the 



            4   limitation of propagation and line of sight, you 



            5   are talking about the macro cell towers, or are 



            6   you talking about the small cell applications?  



            7              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  The way I 



            8   understood the question, you were asking if we 



            9   would deploy the millimeter-wave on the small 



           10   cells in this Woodbridge area.  



           11              MR. NGUYEN:  Yes.



           12              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  And so that was 



           13   my answer is that in this kind of topography and 



           14   this kind of morphology, is what we call it, 



           15   where, you know, where the houses are so far apart 



           16   and with all the trees, it wouldn't make sense to 



           17   deploy millimeter-wave.  It would make a lot more 



           18   sense to deploy the lower frequencies such as, you 



           19   know, going from 700 all the way up to 3700 



           20   megahertz.  



           21              MR. NGUYEN:  And with respect to the 



           22   commencement and completion dates, do you have the 



           23   dates proposed for this tower construction?  



           24              THE WITNESS (Parks):  This is Tim Parks 



           25   from Cellco.  I don't think we do at this time.  
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            1   It would likely be -- we would likely start 



            2   construction not long after receiving full 



            3   approval.  



            4              MR. NGUYEN:  And do you have any idea 



            5   when you start how long it would take to complete 



            6   the project?  



            7              THE WITNESS (Parks):  This is Tim Parks 



            8   with Cellco.  A raw land monopole install would 



            9   typically take anywhere between five and seven 



           10   months to fully complete.  



           11              MR. NGUYEN:  Okay.  Thank you very 



           12   much.  That's all I have, Mr. Morissette.  Thank 



           13   you.  



           14              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Mr. Nguyen.  



           15   I see that Mr. Lynch is no longer connected, so 



           16   we'll move on to Ms. Cooley.  



           17              Ms. Cooley, do you have any questions?  



           18              MS. COOLEY:  Thank you.  Yes, I just 



           19   have a few questions.  First of all, one of your 



           20   rationales for this tower is that in this area you 



           21   mentioned that you have many people requesting 



           22   network extenders, you said a large number.  Can 



           23   you tell me how many that is, what's a large 



           24   number?  



           25              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad 
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            1   Cheiban.  I don't have the number of network 



            2   extenders off the top of my head, but I know that 



            3   we've tallied about more than 30 customer 



            4   complaints in the last two to three years in this 



            5   area, and typically those are customer complaints, 



            6   you know, about coverage in their home or on the 



            7   roads in the area.  So I would say roughly about 



            8   30 network extenders.  



            9              MS. COOLEY:  Okay.  So the network 



           10   extenders are for people in homes that are 



           11   complaining, not on the roads, right, is that 



           12   correct?



           13              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Ms. Cooley, I'm 



           14   not sure if you're hearing me, but yes, that is 



           15   correct.  



           16              MS. COOLEY:  Yes.  Sorry, I could not 



           17   hear you.  Thank you.  Okay.  My other question 



           18   too is to go back to the small cell issue.  One of 



           19   your solutions for that area in the north that is 



           20   not going to be -- would not be fully covered 



           21   would be to use small cells along, is it Route 63?  



           22   How many would you think you would need?  



           23              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad 



           24   Cheiban again.  At this time we are planning to 



           25   deploy just one small cell to fill a small gap on, 
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            1   I believe it is Route 67.  



            2              MS. COOLEY:  Okay.  So just the one.  



            3   But you don't have that site figured out yet?  



            4              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Not yet.  



            5              MS. COOLEY:  Not yet, okay.  I think 



            6   that covers my questions.  Most of them had been 



            7   asked previously.  Thank you.  



            8              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Ms. Cooley.  



            9              I have a couple of follow-up questions.  



           10   The first one is relating to the monopine topic 



           11   that Mr. Mercier brought up earlier in his 



           12   cross-examination.  Now, my understanding is that 



           13   the proposed tower has been reduced to 100 feet.  



           14   Are you still planning to have a total of four 



           15   carriers on the tower at 100 feet?  



           16              THE WITNESS (Libertine):  Mr. 



           17   Morissette, this is Mike Libertine  I'm not sure 



           18   we can really answer that.  I mean, it certainly 



           19   will be designed and constructed to hold 



           20   physically that equipment, but that's really up to 



           21   each of the carriers whether or not they need this 



           22   facility and then at what centerline they would 



           23   need.  



           24              MR. MORISSETTE:  Yes, that actually is 



           25   in line with my questioning is, if you lower the 
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            1   top down to 100 feet, then the lower facility will 



            2   be at approximately 60 feet, and is that height 



            3   too low for a fourth carrier?  I know you can't 



            4   answer that for a carrier, but hypothetically from 



            5   an RF perspective would that be an issue?  



            6              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad 



            7   Cheiban.  It could very well be an issue, but, you 



            8   know, it would depend on what frequencies that 



            9   fourth carrier is deploying and, you know, how 



           10   close their other sites are located, so it's hard 



           11   to answer.  



           12              THE WITNESS (Libertine):  Mr. 



           13   Morissette to that point I just want to make sure 



           14   it's on the record that, and I don't want to speak 



           15   for Ziad, but having worked on this project for 



           16   the last several years, it's clear that we have, 



           17   or Verizon has made a significant compromise in 



           18   terms of height.  140 is really the height that 



           19   would be ideal.  It would eliminate the need for a 



           20   fill-in site somewhere to the north along Route 67 



           21   with a small cell.  But we've heard from the town 



           22   and the community, and so the reduction to 100 



           23   feet serves Verizon's basic minimum needs, but 



           24   there is a major compromise.  And so I just want 



           25   to make sure everyone kind of -- I think that's 
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            1   been lost a little bit in the testimony so far.  



            2   And it kind of goes to that point whether or not 



            3   60 or 70 feet above ground level would really work 



            4   for someone else.



            5              MR. MORISSETTE:  Yes.  Thank you.  I 



            6   can see that that would put a limitation on the 



            7   fourth, and possibly third carrier, going forward.  



            8   Thank you for that clarification.  



            9              THE WITNESS (Libertine):  You're 



           10   welcome.  



           11              MR. MORISSETTE:  Mr. Libertine, while I 



           12   have you, I would like, I think it's you, but I 



           13   would like to go to the visibility analysis, or is 



           14   that Mr. Gaudet?  



           15              THE WITNESS (Libertine):  It will 



           16   probably be a combination of the two of us.  



           17              MR. MORISSETTE:  Okay, great.  Let's 



           18   see here.  Going on to photo 2, I see the crane 



           19   with a balloon on it.  Is the 100 feet where the 



           20   balloon is, is that a balloon?  



           21              THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  It's actually 



           22   the hoist of the crane.  So at this point we had 



           23   gone out to evaluate, the main purpose here was to 



           24   evaluate 100 feet.  But with the original height 



           25   being at 140 feet, those photos were not in a full 
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            1   leaf-off situation.  So we wanted to, one, 



            2   evaluate 100 feet; but two, compare while we were 



            3   out there at the 140 feet, if we saw any 



            4   differences in the leaf-off condition.  So what 



            5   you see here, we also wanted to evaluate 120, is 



            6   the top of the crane at 140 feet.  We dropped a 



            7   hoist down with a flag on that to 120 feet 



            8   approximately, and then what we did was scale back 



            9   based off that 140 foot to the 100 foot level that 



           10   you see there.  



           11              MR. MORISSETTE:  Great.  Thank you for 



           12   that clarification.  So the second photo 2 is at 



           13   100 feet which looks a little lower than 100 feet 



           14   from the previous photo 2.  Can you comment on 



           15   that, or is that pretty accurate?  



           16              THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  It's pretty 



           17   accurate.  That hoist ended up probably a little 



           18   bit above 120 feet.  So I think it's the visual 



           19   gap between where the hoist is to the top of the 



           20   boom appears to be a little bit less than what 



           21   that, you know, if you do that sort of quick flip, 



           22   as I can see you're looking at it on the computer, 



           23   it's a little bit easier than the paper, that I 



           24   think is what's explaining that sort of 



           25   discrepancy.  And you'll see that in a handful of 
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            1   other photos as well.  



            2              MR. MORISSETTE:  Great.  Thank you.  



            3   Moving on to photo 9, I don't know if it's my 



            4   computer resolution or what, but I can't see the 



            5   frame or I can't see the tower.  



            6              THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  It's there.  I 



            7   think if those red arrows weren't there, it would 



            8   be pretty difficult to see.  You know, we go out 



            9   there and drive these sites.  And we've got a 



           10   trained eye, we're specifically looking for these.  



           11   I think this photo is a great example of what your 



           12   sort of typical seasonal views will look like as 



           13   you are driving down these streets.  This photo I 



           14   know specifically I had to drive back and forth 



           15   about six times to figure out where it was and 



           16   where it dropped out because of the intervening 



           17   trees, but you can see it if you're standing 



           18   essentially in front of one mailbox there.  



           19              MR. MORISSETTE:  I see the red arrow 



           20   now.  Unfortunately, it's buried in the trees so 



           21   the contrast is not -- but I do see it.  Thank 



           22   you.  



           23              THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  Sure.  



           24              MR. MORISSETTE:  I think I had the same 



           25   question for 12.  
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            1              THE WITNESS (Libertine):  Mr. 



            2   Morissette, this is Mike Libertine.  



            3              MR. MORISSETTE:  Yes.  



            4              THE WITNESS (Libertine):  Obviously, 



            5   you know, what we try to do is to present a pretty 



            6   fair representation of all the different types of 



            7   views.  These are static in nature, so they do 



            8   tend to at times create, I guess, the illusion 



            9   that there may not even be anything there that 



           10   we're looking at.  But as Mr. Gaudet said, we have 



           11   a trained eye.  We also use binoculars a lot even 



           12   at this near range because it is oftentimes hard 



           13   to find the boom or even a red balloon depending 



           14   upon where we are.  



           15              But again, what we're really trying to 



           16   show is that there are some seasonal views, but I 



           17   think the characteristics in this area are such 



           18   that they are fairly well screened even with the 



           19   deciduous trees there today.  I think what's 



           20   complicated this, and maybe made it a little bit 



           21   hard to follow, is that we did have the boom 40 



           22   feet taller than what the ultimate tower is 



           23   proposed at and what the simulation shows.  So it 



           24   can be a little bit confusing when you try and 



           25   compare the two shots.  









                                      79                         



�





                                                                 





            1              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you for that.  I 



            2   do see 12.  And I was looking at 22, I just 



            3   couldn't see that one either.  



            4              THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  Yeah, 22, this 



            5   one was one where the crane boom sticks out a 



            6   little bit more.  Again, if you're glancing past 



            7   it, it appears almost like a tree branch.  But 



            8   again, as you look, you can see the dark outline 



            9   of the proposed antenna array.



           10              MR. MORISSETTE:  Yes.  Thank you.  I do 



           11   see it now.  Okay.  Great.  Thank you.  I just 



           12   wanted to go quickly to Question 33 having to do 



           13   with noise.  And the table, it shows the property 



           14   line and then the combined dBa.  What is meant by 



           15   the combined dBa, is that a cumulative effect of, 



           16   for instance, the battery cabinet and the 



           17   equipment cabinet without the generator or could 



           18   you explain that for me?  



           19              THE WITNESS (Bhembe):  The combined dBa 



           20   is the combination of all, including the 



           21   generator.



           22              MR. MORISSETTE:  So on the second line 



           23   it says battery cabinet.  So if it was the 



           24   combined dBa, I would think that with the 



           25   generator on and combined it would be somewhere in 
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            1   the 51.6 dBa range. 



            2              THE WITNESS (Bhembe):  That's correct, 



            3   51.6.  



            4              MR. MORISSETTE:  With the battery 



            5   cabinet?  



            6              THE WITNESS (Bhembe):  With the battery 



            7   cabinet added to it.  



            8              MR. MORISSETTE:  So the 25.2 is 



            9   incorrect?  



           10              THE WITNESS (Bhembe):  The 25.2 is from 



           11   just the battery and the 25.2 again is for the 



           12   equipment cabinet.  



           13              MR. MORISSETTE:  Okay.  All right.  I 



           14   think I understand now.  So each one the dBa 



           15   limits are as identified for each of the pieces of 



           16   equipment, and then the combined of all three 



           17   pieces of equipment is the 51.6?  



           18              THE WITNESS (Bhembe):  That is correct.  



           19              MR. MORISSETTE:  Okay, I understand 



           20   now.  Thank you.  I was a little confused by that.  



           21              I'd like to go to page 9 of the 



           22   application.  I was wondering, since we have a 



           23   Late-File for Mr. Hannon, I believe, on the tower 



           24   heights, when you're putting the information on 



           25   the tower heights, if you could develop a table of 
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            1   all the existing facilities because it's in 



            2   paragraph form here on page 9, the existing 



            3   surrounding cell towers, if you could make a table 



            4   out of that and then include the tower heights on 



            5   that same table.  I'm getting confused as to where 



            6   are all the facilities that are communicating with 



            7   this new facility.  Would that be possible?  



            8              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Mr. Morissette, 



            9   are you looking for the height of Verizon's 



           10   antennas or the overall height of the towers?  



           11              MR. MORISSETTE:  The question was from 



           12   Mr. Hannon.  He was asking for specific tower 



           13   heights of certain facilities.  What I'm asking 



           14   for is, what I'd like to see is a table of all the 



           15   existing surrounding cell sites that interact with 



           16   the Woodbridge North 2 facility.  So basically 



           17   taking that paragraph and making it into a table.  



           18   I think it would be helpful in identifying and 



           19   understanding what other facilities are in the 



           20   area.  



           21              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Okay.  We'll 



           22   take that back.  



           23              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Okay.  I'm 



           24   going to jump back to Question 11 having to do 



           25   with the small cells.  The response, the first 
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            1   sentence says, "It may be theoretically and 



            2   technically possible to install a large number of 



            3   small cells."  What do you mean by "large number," 



            4   is it 5, 50, 100?  



            5              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad 



            6   Cheiban.  We have not done -- I mean, I don't have 



            7   an exact number, but it would probably be 



            8   somewhere in the vicinity of 20, 30, something 



            9   like that.  



           10              MR. MORISSETTE:  So it would be a 



           11   significant number, it's not in the small range?  



           12              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  That is 



           13   correct.  



           14              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  There was 



           15   some correspondence as to the 1990 Litchfield 



           16   Turnpike facility, and I didn't see it on your 



           17   site search.  I'm sure you're going to get some 



           18   questions about that.  But could you briefly 



           19   explain whether you looked at it, and if you have 



           20   or have not, what your high level view of it is?  



           21              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad 



           22   Cheiban again.  That facility is significantly 



           23   outside of our search ring.  It is at least two 



           24   miles away from it.  And, you know, we know that 



           25   it wouldn't cover the area of concern for us.  
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            1              MR. MORISSETTE:  Very good.  Thank you.  



            2   Okay.  That concludes my cross-examination.  We 



            3   will now continue with cross-examination of the 



            4   applicant by Woodbridge Newton Neighborhood 



            5   Environmental Trust, Attorney Ainsworth.  



            6              MR. AINSWORTH:  Thank you, Mr. 



            7   Chairman.  



            8              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.



            9              MR. AINSWORTH:  So I guess I'm going to 



           10   begin by going in reverse order.  I'm going to 



           11   start with the last question.  The answer about 



           12   1990 Litchfield Turnpike was that it would not 



           13   cover the area of concern.  Would it cover any 



           14   portion of the area of concern?  



           15              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  I'll need to 



           16   get back to you on that one to kind of measure 



           17   like how much it would cover, but it would not 



           18   cover -- it would barely cover any of the area 



           19   that we are trying to improve.



           20              MR. AINSWORTH:  When you were making 



           21   that assumption that it wouldn't -- that it's not 



           22   likely to cover any of the area of concern, what 



           23   height were you assuming that your antenna would 



           24   be at?  



           25              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  That tower is, 
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            1   I think, 175 feet, and it has AT&T already on it.  



            2   So I think, at best, we would have to assume 120 



            3   feet or so.



            4              MR. AINSWORTH:  Okay.  If I told you 



            5   that the tower is currently at 155 and AT&T 



            6   occupies two spots or locations on that tower, 



            7   which might theoretically be consolidated, if you 



            8   were to take a 145 slot, are you able to model 



            9   that to see what area it might cover?  



           10              MR. BALDWIN:  Just before Ziad answers, 



           11   I think I object to your speculation that AT&T 



           12   might consolidate.  There's no evidence in the 



           13   record to suggest that they would consolidate.  



           14   But I think what we can do, Attorney Ainsworth, is 



           15   offer to take a look at that site and see what 



           16   height was available and answer your first 



           17   question which was how much of the coverage area 



           18   for the Woodbridge North 2 site would be 



           19   achievable from a particular height at 1990 



           20   Litchfield Turnpike.  Perhaps that's an 



           21   appropriate compromise there.  



           22              MR. AINSWORTH:  That might well be.  I 



           23   would also perhaps go back to the Council and 



           24   suggest that optimization would be within their 



           25   authority since tower sharing is part of their 
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            1   charge.  



            2              MR. BALDWIN:  Just so I'm clear, I'm 



            3   sorry, Mr. Morissette, just so I'm clear, you are 



            4   implying that the Siting Council has the ability 



            5   to order AT&T to consolidate its antennas?  I'm 



            6   just trying to understand the question.  



            7              MR. AINSWORTH:  Yes, that the tower 



            8   could be optimized to avoid additional new 



            9   facilities.  



           10              MR. MORISSETTE:  At this point let's 



           11   look at the information that's going to be filed 



           12   by the applicant.  And it's yet to be determined 



           13   whether we have the authority to do as has been 



           14   suggested, but we'll address that when we see the 



           15   information.  Thank you.  



           16              MR. AINSWORTH:  Understood.  Okay.  



           17   When you mentioned the high concentration of Wi-Fi 



           18   extenders, or extenders, you noted that the area 



           19   had been the subject of a number of complaints 



           20   from people on the roads and in the homes.  How 



           21   many of each did you receive in terms of 



           22   complaints?  



           23              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad 



           24   Cheiban.  I do not have a breakdown of the 



           25   complaints.
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            1              MR. AINSWORTH:  Do you have any sense 



            2   of the proportion of road complaints versus home 



            3   complaints?  



            4              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  I do not.



            5              MR. AINSWORTH:  So, if you're saying 



            6   that you had about 30 complaints and so it was 



            7   about 30 extenders and you don't know the 



            8   percentage of ones generated on the road or from a 



            9   home, then how would you know what proportion of 



           10   those complaints would result in an extender being 



           11   deployed?  



           12              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is a 



           13   question we can go back and try to come up with 



           14   the numbers for.



           15              MR. AINSWORTH:  Thank you.  That would 



           16   be helpful.  In terms of the, did you measure the 



           17   gap for 700 megahertz versus 850 megahertz 



           18   frequencies for Verizon, or should I say did you 



           19   model it?  



           20              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Yes, we did 



           21   model it, and those propagation plots were 



           22   submitted.



           23              MR. AINSWORTH:  Okay.  



           24              MR. BALDWIN:  Just to clarify, Attorney 



           25   Ainsworth, the gaps in service, where are you 
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            1   referring to in particular, are these the gaps 



            2   that remain with the 100 foot tower?  



            3              MR. AINSWORTH:  I was talking about the 



            4   gaps that are being targeted for coverage by this 



            5   proposal.



            6              MR. BALDWIN:  Okay.  So it's existing 



            7   gaps as they are today?  



            8              MR. AINSWORTH:  Correct, yes.  



            9              MR. BALDWIN:  Okay.



           10              MR. AINSWORTH:  And with regard to the 



           11   number of small cells that you projected might be 



           12   required to cover the target coverage area, your 



           13   answer was approximately 20 to 30 or in that 



           14   range.  Did you do any modeling to determine how 



           15   those would be distributed?  



           16              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad 



           17   Cheiban again.  So the design of the small cells 



           18   has to depend on where we have existing poles, and 



           19   so we can work backwards from where we see a pole 



           20   that is usable, is unencumbered by other 



           21   electrical equipment, and work our way backwards 



           22   to what kind of design we can achieve.



           23              MR. AINSWORTH:  And are you aware that 



           24   there's a law that requires DOT to make available 



           25   state road right of ways for small cell 
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            1   deployments?  



            2              MR. BALDWIN:  While I'll object to the 



            3   question, I'm not sure that Mr. Cheiban can answer 



            4   legal questions related to what laws may exist.



            5              MR. AINSWORTH:  Okay.  Is the Verizon 



            6   team aware that it has the ability to locate on 



            7   state routes as a result of recent legislation?  



            8              MR. BALDWIN:  I think it's just a 



            9   different way of asking the same question.  Could 



           10   you identify the particular piece of legislation 



           11   you're speaking about?



           12              MR. AINSWORTH:  I could, if I could 



           13   remember from Docket 488 in which it was submitted 



           14   as an administrative notice item.  But I will 



           15   submit that later for the second hearing so that 



           16   we can discuss that at greater length.



           17              Does Verizon have the ability to locate 



           18   its small cells within the municipal road right of 



           19   ways?  



           20              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad 



           21   Cheiban.  That would depend on the municipality, 



           22   if they, you know, it's basically their decision.  



           23              MR. BALDWIN:  Can we go off the record, 



           24   please?  



           25              MR. MORISSETTE:  Yes, please.  
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            1              (Off the record discussion.)



            2              MR. AINSWORTH:  I will say for the 



            3   record that it's highly unusual for someone to go 



            4   off the record while a question is pending.  It 



            5   sounds a lot like coaching.



            6              MR. BALDWIN:  I'm just trying to make 



            7   sure we get an answer to your question, Mr. 



            8   Ainsworth.  Go ahead.



            9              MR. MORISSETTE:  Please continue.  



           10              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  So, I'm sorry, 



           11   Attorney Ainsworth, can you clarify your question?  



           12              MR. AINSWORTH:  Yes.  Does Verizon have 



           13   the ability to locate its small cell facilities or 



           14   its utility installations within municipal road 



           15   right of ways?  



           16              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  So from a 



           17   technical standpoint, we can -- you're talking 



           18   about putting a new pole, say, a wood pole or a 



           19   steel pole within the municipal right of ways?  



           20              MR. AINSWORTH:  Yes, correct.  



           21              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Yes, we do.  I 



           22   mean, technically it is feasible.  We'd need to go 



           23   in front of the Siting Council to get approval for 



           24   every one of those poles.



           25              MR. AINSWORTH:  And, in fact, Verizon 
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            1   has sought such approval on many occasions for 



            2   small cells before either PURA or the Siting 



            3   Council, correct?  



            4              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  I'm not sure 



            5   I'm the right person to address legal issues, but 



            6   new poles are subject to Siting Council 



            7   jurisdiction.  Existing utility poles are subject 



            8   to PURA.



            9              MR. AINSWORTH:  Okay.  And so you are 



           10   before the Siting Council, you could seek approval 



           11   for an array of small cells all at once so it 



           12   wouldn't require a series of applications, 



           13   correct?  



           14              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  I'll defer to 



           15   our attorney.  



           16              MR. BALDWIN:  I'm not sure that Mr. 



           17   Cheiban is capable of answering that question 



           18   about how he would proceed through a Siting 



           19   Council application, nor am I, necessarily, do I 



           20   understand why it's relevant.



           21              MR. AINSWORTH:  Just for relevancy 



           22   purposes, it's just a matter of indicating that 



           23   it's easier than that might be suggested by the 



           24   answer that it might require a series of 



           25   applications as opposed to a single one.  
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            1              MR. MORISSETTE:  Please continue.  



            2              MR. AINSWORTH:  I will.  Thank you.  



            3   One of the limitations that you cited in small 



            4   cells for utility pole installations was that 



            5   there was a limitation on the number of frequency 



            6   deployments that you could put on, limited to two 



            7   different frequency bands, but it would be 



            8   possible to locate on two different poles to allow 



            9   for the other frequencies that you operate on, 



           10   correct?  



           11              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad 



           12   Cheiban again.  Yes, that is correct.  However, as 



           13   I mentioned earlier, there are very, very few 



           14   poles that are not encumbered by electrical 



           15   equipment in this area.  So having to deploy on 



           16   even more poles would increase the difficulty.



           17              MR. AINSWORTH:  Okay.  And did you do a 



           18   survey of the number of poles that are 



           19   unencumbered?  



           20              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  I did do a 



           21   desktop evaluation to look at available poles.



           22              MR. AINSWORTH:  And how many did you 



           23   find were so unencumbered?  



           24              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  I don't have an 



           25   exact number, but as I mentioned, there are very 
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            1   few.



            2              MR. AINSWORTH:  Are you able to install 



            3   backup power on a small cell?  



            4              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  United 



            5   Illuminating poles, no, we are not.



            6              MR. AINSWORTH:  And so that would 



            7   include batteries and/or propane, or maybe I 



            8   should ask the question what is the limitation 



            9   with regard to United Illuminating poles?  



           10              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad 



           11   Cheiban again.  The contract, the agreement that 



           12   we have with United Illuminating precludes us from 



           13   deploying such equipment.



           14              MR. AINSWORTH:  Is it on safety grounds 



           15   or some other ground?  



           16              MR. BALDWIN:  I object.  Mr. Cheiban is 



           17   not someone who could answer that question.  It's 



           18   a master license agreement between Verizon and the 



           19   electric distribution company.  As to why UI has 



           20   imposed restrictions, it's not something that we 



           21   can answer.



           22              MR. AINSWORTH:  Fair enough.  



           23   Mr. Gustafson mentioned that with regard to one of 



           24   the sites owned by the Regional Water Authority he 



           25   said there was a conservation easement and there 
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            1   was a public water supply watershed.  Have you 



            2   ever located a Verizon facility within a public 



            3   water supply watershed?  



            4              THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  Dean 



            5   Gustafson.  I have not been involved in a site 



            6   that's been constructed on a public water supply 



            7   watershed.



            8              MR. AINSWORTH:  And is there -- do you 



            9   know the reason why that's the case, is it just 



           10   happenstance, or was there a particular technical 



           11   reason for that?  



           12              THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  The projects 



           13   I've been involved in the past that have involved 



           14   water supply watershed areas, the water company or 



           15   the water authority involved did not agree to 



           16   terms with Verizon to allow for it to proceed.



           17              MR. AINSWORTH:  And there was some 



           18   testimony regarding land trust properties having, 



           19   or municipal properties, it wasn't entirely clear, 



           20   that had conservation easements.  Did anyone 



           21   within the team review the terms of the 



           22   conservation easements to determine the 



           23   limitations that those easements imposed on the 



           24   property?  



           25              THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  I was not 
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            1   provided with any documentation from the town with 



            2   respect to the conservation easement restrictions.



            3              MR. AINSWORTH:  So at this point you're 



            4   unaware of whether those conservation easements 



            5   would be an impediment to the placement of a 



            6   wireless tower?  



            7              THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  That's 



            8   correct.



            9              MR. AINSWORTH:  And I was asking the 



           10   question earlier about the 20 to 30 small cells.  



           11   When you were estimating that rough number, were 



           12   you talking about covering the entire gap that 



           13   you're trying to cover with this tower or some 



           14   portion of it?  



           15              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad 



           16   Cheiban.  I was referring to providing similar 



           17   coverage to what would be provided by the proposed 



           18   tower.



           19              MR. AINSWORTH:  So if you had another 



           20   facility which would cover a portion of the area 



           21   that you're targeting, it would require fewer 



           22   small cells, correct?  



           23              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  I guess it 



           24   would depend on what the other facility covers.



           25              MR. AINSWORTH:  Now, with regard to 
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            1   both the access drive to the facility within the 



            2   host parcel and the location of the tower on the 



            3   host parcel, both of those were chosen by the host 



            4   proprietor and not Verizon?  



            5              THE WITNESS (Parks):  Could you repeat 



            6   that again?  



            7              MR. AINSWORTH:  Yes.  Okay.  The site 



            8   is accessed by a drive off of the cul-de-sac on 



            9   Soundview, but the property currently has an 



           10   existing driveway off of Newton Road.  Why was the 



           11   driveway on Newton Road not chosen to access the 



           12   site?  



           13              THE WITNESS (Parks):  This is where our 



           14   landlord directed us to.  He wanted to lease on 



           15   that portion.



           16              MR. AINSWORTH:  So, is it safe to 



           17   assume that Verizon had no technical reason for 



           18   choosing the Soundview access as opposed to Newton 



           19   Road?  



           20              THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  Brian Gaudet 



           21   with All-Points.  It's a much shorter access drive 



           22   with substantially less increase in grade from 



           23   Newton Road up to the proposed facility.  It is a 



           24   currently, I would say, relatively unimproved dirt 



           25   road.  So I think there would be some 
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            1   substantially more upgrade needed from that 



            2   portion considering the drainage and the grading 



            3   there.



            4              THE WITNESS (Libertine):  This is Mike 



            5   Libertine.  It's also a much shorter run for the 



            6   electrical and telco into that, much less ground 



            7   disturbance for going underground.



            8              MR. AINSWORTH:  Is it possible to run 



            9   the electrical connections through one side and 



           10   the vehicular access through another?  



           11              THE WITNESS (Libertine):  



           12   Theoretically, sure.



           13              MR. AINSWORTH:  And with regard to the 



           14   location of the tower within the parcel, you were 



           15   also directed by the landowner to that location as 



           16   opposed to somewhere else on the property, 



           17   correct?  



           18              THE WITNESS (Parks):  Tim Parks from 



           19   Cellco.  That is the agreed location that worked 



           20   for both parties.



           21              MR. AINSWORTH:  Okay.  When you say it 



           22   "worked for both parties," did the landowner 



           23   provide you with other alternatives within the 



           24   site other than the one that was proposed?  



           25              THE WITNESS (Parks):  Tim Parks from 
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            1   Cellco.  Unfortunately, I -- can we go off the 



            2   record?  This worked for both of us.  I'm not sure 



            3   that we were actually given a second location to 



            4   look at.



            5              MR. BALDWIN:  I'll just add, Mr. 



            6   Ainsworth, Mr. Parks was not involved during the 



            7   negotiations of the agreement with the property 



            8   owner.  Perhaps we could look into that a little 



            9   bit further and see if this was a, you know, if 



           10   there were other alternative locations on the 



           11   property that Mr. Parks is not aware of that might 



           12   answer your question more precisely.



           13              MR. AINSWORTH:  Okay.  Were there any 



           14   limitations from Cellco's perspective regarding 



           15   the site for locating the tower elsewhere, or 



           16   could this tower have gone pretty much anywhere on 



           17   the site from your perspective?  



           18              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad 



           19   Cheiban with Verizon.  The property owners own 



           20   several parcels in this area.  The terrain kind of 



           21   slopes down from where we are currently located.  



           22   So if we were to move it to different parcels, we 



           23   would need to build a taller tower to compensate 



           24   for the loss in terrain elevation.  I was also at 



           25   a site walk with the property owner, and he didn't 
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            1   want us to locate on other parcels.  In addition, 



            2   and I think Brian or Mike can speak to this in 



            3   more detail, it would require a lot more tree 



            4   clearing to locate somewhere else than where we 



            5   currently are proposing.



            6              THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  This is Brian 



            7   Gaudet with All-Points.  From a standpoint of 



            8   visible screening that's existing there today, 



            9   I'll point you to the aerial in the remote field 



           10   review, the photo log.  To the east towards Newton 



           11   Road there is existing trees that screen this.  



           12   This area is essentially cut back into that 



           13   southern treeline.  I will then also point you to 



           14   photo 6.  The property owner still uses this land.  



           15   I can't speak for what farming purposes, whether 



           16   it be personal planting, maybe he's grown some 



           17   fruits and vegetables.  But photo 6 you can see 



           18   south of the access drive, or sorry, east of the 



           19   access drive towards the residence and the 



           20   outbuildings he is currently using that area for 



           21   his own farming purposes.  And I believe 



           22   historically this was an apple farm.  



           23              MR. AINSWORTH:  Okay.  Is it your 



           24   understanding that this is currently a farm?  



           25              THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  Brian Gaudet.  
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            1   It is not my understanding that it is currently a 



            2   farm.  Being on site and speaking with the 



            3   property owner who's been there for a number of 



            4   years, historically it was an apple farm, I 



            5   believe, back in his family when he was younger.  



            6   They have since halted the apple farm business 



            7   that they had there, but it is very clearly still 



            8   used in some capacity, I would assume, on a 



            9   personal level.  I can't speak to whether the 



           10   property owner has a business running a farm off 



           11   of that property.  



           12              MR. AINSWORTH:  Are you aware of what 



           13   the zoning is for that parcel?  



           14              THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  Brian Gaudet.  



           15   Yes, it's residential zone A, I believe.



           16              MR. AINSWORTH:  And are you aware that 



           17   the zoning was changed from agriculture to 



           18   residential by the owner?  



           19              THE WITNESS (Gaudet):  I am not aware 



           20   of that.  I don't believe that would preclude an 



           21   individual from doing some planting of their own.  



           22   I have a small vegetable garden in my backyard in 



           23   a residential neighborhood as well.



           24              MR. AINSWORTH:  That's perfectly fine, 



           25   I'm sure.  You're also not siting a cell tower 
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            1   close to your neighbors.  



            2              With regard to the Meetinghouse Lane 



            3   tower, did you do any coverage modeling for that 



            4   location?  



            5              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  Specifically 



            6   which Meetinghouse Lane property?  There are 



            7   several.



            8              MR. AINSWORTH:  The one next to the 



            9   police station.  



           10              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  The existing 



           11   tower?  



           12              MR. AINSWORTH:  Yes.  



           13              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  I don't believe 



           14   I have modeled it.



           15              MR. AINSWORTH:  Were you requested to, 



           16   or was that suggested by the town during the 



           17   course of the town consultation?  



           18              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  They suggested 



           19   raw land built on the Meetinghouse lane property 



           20   but not the existing tower.



           21              MR. AINSWORTH:  There was some mention 



           22   earlier about, or there was some questions by Mr. 



           23   Morissette regarding the possible co-location of 



           24   other carriers on this tower.  How many carriers 



           25   are currently operating in Connecticut doing 
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            1   wireless facilities?  



            2              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad 



            3   Cheiban.  I'll take the question.  There are 



            4   currently, we're down to three carriers.



            5              MR. AINSWORTH:  Okay.  



            6              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  With 



            7   potentially a fourth in the making, but currently 



            8   it's AT&T, T-Mobile and Verizon.



            9              MR. AINSWORTH:  Okay.  And so how many 



           10   carriers are interested in co-locating on this 



           11   particular tower since you've filed the 



           12   application?  



           13              THE WITNESS (Parks):  This is Tim Parks 



           14   with Cellco.  As of right now we don't have one.



           15              MR. AINSWORTH:  With regard to the one 



           16   particular small cell that you are currently 



           17   proposing to deploy, did you model the coverage 



           18   from that small cell?  



           19              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad 



           20   Cheiban.  We don't have a location determined yet, 



           21   but when that does happen we will model it.



           22              MR. AINSWORTH:  Okay.  So did you make 



           23   some assumption about the footprint that you would 



           24   be able to achieve with that theoretical small 



           25   cell?  
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            1              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  That is 



            2   correct.



            3              MR. AINSWORTH:  And were you making an 



            4   assumption of which frequency band that it would 



            5   be transmitting?  



            6              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  I have not made 



            7   a determination on that yet.



            8              MR. AINSWORTH:  I guess then do you 



            9   have any -- how do you have a sense that that 



           10   proposed small cell would satisfy the needs that 



           11   you have to complete the coverage that you're 



           12   looking for?  



           13              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  I mean, we know 



           14   we have -- we know how large of a gap we have, and 



           15   we're basically trying to fill that gap.



           16              MR. AINSWORTH:  Is it that you haven't 



           17   been able to locate a pole that the host owner of 



           18   the pole finds acceptable, or have you just not 



           19   located a pole that was free from electrical 



           20   encumbrances, or haven't you gotten to that level 



           21   of specificity?  



           22              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  This is Ziad 



           23   Cheiban again.  We follow the same process as 



           24   usual.  We issue the search ring and request from 



           25   our site acquisition team to search for a pole, a 
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            1   suitable pole in the area.



            2              MR. AINSWORTH:  Has that search been 



            3   initiated?  



            4              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  It has.



            5              MR. AINSWORTH:  How long does it 



            6   typically take to locate a suitable pole?  



            7              THE WITNESS (Cheiban):  It depends.  I 



            8   don't know.



            9              MR. AINSWORTH:  And please forgive me, 



           10   I'm going through my notes.  (Pause)  That is all 



           11   I have at this time.  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  



           12              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Attorney 



           13   Ainsworth.  



           14              We will continue with cross-examination 



           15   of the applicant by the Town of Woodbridge. 



           16   Attorney Bamonte.  



           17              MR. BAMONTE:  Thank you, Mr. 



           18   Morissette.  No questions from the town at this 



           19   time.  



           20              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Attorney 



           21   Bamonte.  At this point, I think it's a good time 



           22   to break for dinner, and we will return at 6:30 



           23   for the public comment session.  And we will 



           24   commence at 6:30.  Thank you, everyone.  Have a 



           25   good dinner and we'll see everyone then.  Thank 
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            1   you.  



            2              (Whereupon, the witnesses were excused 



            3   and the hearing adjourned at 4:42 p.m.)
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